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4551, Also, resolution adopted by the gov-
erning body of the city of Clifton, N, J., call-
ing upon the Government of the United
Btates to take action to ensure the with-
drawal in its entirety of the Palestine White
Paper of May 1939; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs,

45562, Also, resolution adopted by the gov-
erning body of the city of Passale, N. J., calling
upon the Government of the United States to
take action to ensure the withdrawal in its
entirety of the Palestine White Paper of May
1939; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

4553, Also, telegram from the Meat Cutters
Union, local 389, American Federation of La-
bor of Passaic County, opposing the enact-
ment of the national service law; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

4554. By Mr. CHURCH: Petition of Mrs.
W. D. Schermerhorn and 11 other citizens of
Evanston and Chicago, Ill., favoring House
bill 2082, to reduce absenteeism, conserve
manpower, and speed production of materials
necessary for the winning of the war, by pro-
hibiting the manufacture, sale, or transpor-

tation of alcohollc liquors in the United States
for the duration of the war and until the ter-
mination of demobilization; to the Commit=-
tee on the Judiciary.

4555, Also, petition of Elsie Johnston and
other citizens of Chicage, Ill., protesting
against prohibition legislation; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4556, By Mr., EBERHARTER: Petition of
J. J. O'Donnell and 2,760 residents of the
Thirty-first Congressional District of Penn-
sylvania and vicinity, opposing House bill
2082; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4557. Also, petition of E. F. Eredel and 580
residents of Pittsburgh, Pa., and vicinity, op-
posing House bill 2082; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

4568. By Mr. ENGEL of Michigan: Petltion
of Ervin Stoevsand, of Custer, Mich., and 33
others, opposing subsidies; to the Commitiee
on Banking and Currency.

4559, Also, petition of Adelaide Zoeller, of
Muskegon, Mich.,, and 19 others, favoring
House bill 2082, known as the Bryson bill; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

4560, Also, petition of Rose Brown, of Man-
ton, Mich., and 48 others, favoring House bill
2082, known as the Bryson bill; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4561. Also, petition of George M. Tyndall,
of Branch, Mich,, and 17 others opposing sub-
sidies; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

4562, Also, petition of John Bielcik, of
Thompsonville, Mich., and 45 others, oppos-
ing subsidies; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

4563. Also, petition of Fred Eundrata, of
Muskegon, Mich., and 112 others, favoring
the soldiers’ vote bill; to the Committee on
Election of President, Vice President, and
Representatives in Congress.

4564, Also, petition of Fred Kundrata, of
Muskegon, Mich., and 20 others, favoring sub-
sidies; to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

4565. Also, petition of Rev, Otto W. Lamb,
of Muskegon, Mich., and 24 others, favoring
passage of House bill 2082, known as the
Bryson bill; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

4566. Also, petition of Mrs. Charles H. Red-
man, of Muskegon Heights, Mich, and 39
others, favoring House bill 2082, known as
the Bryson bill; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4567, Also, petition of Vinnie Russell, of
Muskegon, Mich,, and 62 others, favoring the
soldlers vote bill; to the Committee on Elec-
tion of President, Vice President, and Rep-
resentatives in Congress,

4568. Also, petition of Mildred Poe. of Lake
City, Mich., and 37 others, favoring House
bill 2082, known as the Bryson bill; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION
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4569, By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition
signed by members of the Bronx County New
York State American Youth for Democracy,
urging the passage of legislation which will
guarantee the right of servicemen to vote
in the 1944 elections; to the Committee on
Election of President, Vice President, and
Representatives in Congress.

4570. By Mr. GWYNNE: Petition of Mrs.
F. M. Sorenson, president of the Butler
County, Iowa, Women's Christian Temper-
ance Union, and signed by many residents
of that county, urging passage of House bill
2082, to prohibit the manufacture, sale, or
transportation of alcoholic liquors in the
United States during wartime; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary,

4571. By Mr. HARRIS of Virginia: Eleven
petitions of more than 225 citizens of Tide-
water, Va., protesting against prohibition
legislation; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

4572, By Mr. HEIDINGER: Communication
signed by J. P. Willis, superintendent, and
13 teachers of the Goleonda public scheols,
Golconda, Ill,, favoring House bill 2849; to
the Committee on Education.

4573, Also, communications signed by Ag-

nes V. Sidenes, of New Liberty, and Claude
Faulkner, of Eddyville, Ill., school teachers of
Pope County, Ill, favoring the passage of
House bill 2849; to the Committee on Edu-
cation.
4574, By Mr, HOCH: Petition of 246 citi-
zens of Berks County, Pa., protesting the
passage of House bill 2082, or any similar
legislation, designed to prohibit the sale, man-
ufacture, distribution, importation, ete., of
alccholic beverages; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4575. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Petl-
tion of W. K. Rudolph, Jack L. Blanchard, Mrs,
Romney Rudolph, Mrs, Irvin Cornwell, Mrs.
Jack L. Blanchard, Mrs. Benton Staley, Earl
Wilder, and B. A. Staley, all of Waxahachie,
Tex., opposing the Wagner-Murray-Dingell
biil; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

4576, By Mr, LEWIS: Petition of E. Cope-
land and 39 other residents of Steubenville,
Ohio, and vicinity, protesting against the en-
actment of any and all prohibition legislation;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4577. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of the
Order of Railroad Telegraphers, San Francisco,
Calif., opposing the National Service Act; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

4578. By Mrs, SMITH of Maine: Petition of
Etienne P. Lesjardin, of Lewiston, Maine, and
other citizens, protesting against considera-
tion by Congress of the Bryson bill, H. R,
2082, which would impose complete prohibi-
tion for the duration of the war; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

4579. Also, petition of Anthom A. Carmier,
of Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, pro-
testing against consideration by Congress of
the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would im-
pose complete prohibition for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4580. Also, petition of the Super-Economy
Market, Waterville, Maine, and citizsns, pro-
testing against consideration by Congrees of
the Bryson bill, H. R, 2082, which would im-
pose complete prohibition for the duration
of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4581. Also, petition of Gedeon Pelletier,
Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, protest-
ing against consideration by Congress of the
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose
complete prohibition for the duration of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

4582. Also, petition of Vigile Houle, of
Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, protest-
ing against consideration by Congress of the
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose
complete prohibition for the duration of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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Frioay, Janvary 28, 1944

(Legislative day of Monday, January 24,
1944)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Pres-
byterian Church, Washington, D. C,,
offered the following prayer:

O Thou who art man's unfailing
friend and his ever-present help, we
pray that Thou wilt so expand our minds
and hearts that they may be large enough
to comprehend the revelations of Thy
truth, Thy will, and Thy love.

We humbly confess that we are con-
tinually invalidating these revelations
by taking counsel with our fears and
allowing our spiritual visions to become
eclipsed by doubt and despair.

Grant that we may realize that human
ingenuity and human resources are
merely contingencies and that we must
put our trust in the eternal certainties
of God.

‘We pray that faith in the Lord God
of hosts may rise up within us and take
full possession and guardianship of our
bewildered lives.

Lord we believe, help Thou our un-
belief. In Christ’s name we pray.

Amen,
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarkLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Thursday, January 27, 1944, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGE FRCM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations was communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre-
taries.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the
following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Eastland O'Daniel
Andrews Ceorge Overton
Austin Gerry Pepper

Bailey Glllette Radcliffe

Ball Green Revercomb
Bankhead Guffey Reynolds
Barkley Gurney Robertson
Bilbo Hatch Russell

Eone Hawkes Ehipstead
Brewster Hayden Smith
Bridges Hill Etewart .
Brooks Johnson, Colo, Thomas, Idaho
Buck Kilgore Thomas, Okla,
Burton La Follette Thomas, Utah
Bushfield Langer Truman
Butler Lodge Tunnell

Byrd McClellan Tydings
Capper McFarland Vandenberg
Caraway McKellar Wagner

Clark Idaho Maloney Wallgren
Clark, Mo. Maybank Walsh, Mass,
Connally Mead ‘Wheeler
Danaher Millikin White.

Davis Moore Wilson
Downey Murdock
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Mr. HILL., I announce that the Sen-
ator from Virginia {Mr. Guass] and the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. WaLsa]
are absent from the Senate because of
illness.

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Er-
LENDER], the Senator from Illinois [Mr,
Lucas], the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
McCarraN], and the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. O'MaHONEY] are members of
the committee attending the funeral of
the late Senator Van Nuys, of Indiana,
and therefore are necessarily absent.

The Senator from Eentucky [Mr.
CuanDLER] and the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. MurraY] are detained on pub-
lic business.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Scrua-
HaM] is absent on official business,

The Senator from New York [Mr,
‘WacnEr] is necessarily absent.

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from In-
diana [Mr. Wiirisl, the Senator from
Michigan [Mr, Fercusoxn], the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. Horman], and the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr., WHERRY]
are in Indiana as members of the Senate
committee attending the funeral of the
late Senator Van Nuys.

The Senator from Oregon [Mr.
McNary] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Toeey], the Senator from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. WiLEy], and the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. Reep] are absent on official
business.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarr]
and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
N¥E] are necessarily absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT., Seventy-four
Senator have answered to their names.
A quorum is present.

BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE UNITED
STATES COAST GUARD ACADEMY

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to
law, the Chair appoints the Senator from
New York [Mr. Mean] a visitor to the
United States Coast Guard Academy.

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL JEFFERSON
BICENTENARY COMMITTEE

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair’

has been informed by the President pro
tempore of the Senate that, under au-
thority of Public Law No. 196, approved
December 3, 1943, he has appoinfed as
members on the part of the Senate of the
National Agricultural Jefferson Bicen-
tenary Commitiee the following Sen-
ators:

The Senator from Xentucky [Mr.
BARKLEY], the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Byrpl, the Senator from Utah [Mr,
TromAs], the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. McNary]l, and the Senator from
Maine [Mr. WHITE].

_EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

Lanps RESERVED WITHIN INDIAN RESERVATIONS
¥or POWER SITES, ETC.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Interior, reporting, pursuant to law, that no
lands were reserved during the calendar year
1943 within Indian reservations valuable for
power or reservolr sites or necessary for use
in connection with irrigation projects; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs,
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REPORT OF WAR SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION Un-
DER PuBLic Law No. 488, SEVENTY-SEVENTH
CONGRESS
A letter from the Administrator of the

War Shipping Administration, transmitting,

pursuant to law, the sixth report of that Ad-

ministration of action taken under section

217 of the Merchant Marine Act of 1934, as

amended, Public Law No. 498, Seventy-

seventh Congress (with an accompanying re-
port); to the Committee on Commerce,

RePORT oF BoArRD OF DIRECTORS, FEDERAL
PrisoN INDUSTRIES, INC,

A letter from the Secretary of the Federal
Prison Industries, Inc., transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the annual report of the board
of directors of Federal Prison Industries,
Inc., for the fiscal year 1243 (with an ac-
companying report); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

BAFETY OF LIFE AND PROFERTY: REPORT OF
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

A letter from the Chairman of the Fed-
eral Communications Commission, report-
ing, pursuant to law, that the Commission
has no recommendation to make at this time
for new safety legislation of the type referred
to under section 4 (k) of the Communica=
tions Act of 1934; to the Committee on In-
terstate Commerce.

ESTIMATES OF PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS OF
Two OFFICES

Letters, transmitting, pursuant to law, esti-
mates of personnel requirements for the
quarter ending March 31, 1944, by the De-
partment of Commerce (War Training Serv-
ice, Civil Aeronautics Administration), and
the Federal Communications Commission
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Civil Service.

PETITIONS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate petitions, ete.,, which were re-
ferred as indicated:

A telegram in the nature of a petition from
members of Plumbers and Steamfitters Local
Union Na. 447, of SBacramento, Calif., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation granting
$500 mustering-out pay to members of the
armed forces; ordered to lle on the table.

A resolution adopted by the Council of the
City of Niagara Falls, N. ¥, favoring the
enactment of legislation providing a war-
time method of voting by members of the
armed forces; ordered to lie on the table.

The petition of Mrs. Nannie Nash, of New
York City, N. Y., praylng for the enactment
of legislation providing a wartime method
of voting by members of the armed forces;
ordered to lie on the table.

BILL INTRODUCED

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1673)
to provide for a national cemetery in
Jefferson County, Ala., which was read
twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

READJUSTMENT IN CIVILIAN LIFE OF
RETURNING WORLD WAR NO. 2 VET-
ERANS—AMENDMENT

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, in
behalf of myself and the Senator from
South Caroling [Mr. MaysaNK] I submit
an amendment intended to be proposed
by us to the bill (S. 1617) to provide Fed-
eral Government aid for the readjust-
ment in civilian life of returning World
‘War No. 2 veterans, known as the Legion
omnibus bill.

We are all proud of the record of our
boys in the service, and recognize that
they have been called upon to make great
sacrifices. There will be unrest among
them when they return from the fox
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holes, swamps, ard deserts. Many will
have given the best years of their lives.
They have left good homes to fight beasts
on the other side under the most trying
conditions; their mental and physical
strength is being taxed to the uttermost.
We cannot erpect them to return and be
able to take up just where they left off—
whether it was at school or at work.
They will need assistance which will
necessarily have to vary in accordance
with their different needs. Some of
them will need to return to high school
or college; others will want to attend
occupational schools; many who have
already finished school and are married
will need homes; some have left the farm
and upon their return will need money
with which to purchase eguipment.
Many had to sell their farm equipment
at a great sacrifice when they left to
enter the service, and others have had to
sell small businesses at sacrifices and
will want to start enterprises for them=-
selves upon their return,

Recognizing this problem, the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. MaveBANK]
and I, after giving this subject careful
study, introduced S. 1495. We feel this
bill meets the problem by providing ad-
justed pay upon discharge in the form
of a 10-year bond which may not be
cashed for 3 years, except for educa-
tional purposes, down-payment on a
home, purchase of a farm or farm im-
plements, or for payment on & small
business.

This was the first and I believe the
most comprehensive bill covering all of
these subjects introdueed in the Senate.
Since that time several bills have been
introduced covering various phases of
the subject—including the Legion omni-
bus bill, 8. 1617. We feel that the ad-
justed pay is the best and most practical
manner of meeting the problem, particu-
larly for the reason that almost everyone
recognizes that there will be adjusted
pay. With this thought in mind, we
thought we should have legislation giv-
ing them the benefit of this adjusted pay
at the time they would need it the most
for the purposes which I have just out-
lined. However, we recognize that there
are those who feel that the adjusted pay
question should wait until the men re-
turn from the service. I do not share
this view, and feel there would be no
better morale builder than the passage
of 8. 1495; on the other hand, the most
important phases of S. 1495 are the edu-
cational benefits, the assistance in the
purchase of a home, assistance in the
purchasing of a farm or farm equip-
ment, also, in the purchase of small
businesses. Therefore, we have, in con-
junction with the legislative council of
the American Legion, taken these most
important provisions of S. 1495 and
drafted this amendment to S. 1617,
The amendment has the backing of the
American Legion and will reach the
chjectives for which we are working.
It will give every man in the service an
equal opportunity fo secure their benefits.

In the event that Senate bill 1617 is
favorably reported by the Senate, it is
our hope and the hope of the American
Legion that this amendment will be
adopted.
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment be appropri-
ately referred, printed, and printed in
the Recorp following my remarks.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment was referred to the Committee on
Finance, and ordered to be printed, and
to be printed in the REecorp, as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr.
McPFarranp (for himself and Mr. MAYBANK)
to the bill (8, 1617) to provide Federal Gav-
ernment aid for the readjustment in civilian
life of returning World War No. 2 veterans,
viz: On page 9, beginning with line 22, strike
out down to and including line 20 on page
16, and in lieu thereof insert the following:

“PART VIII

“1. Subject to the provisiens and limita-
tlons of this part, any person who ghall
have served in the active military or naval
service of the United States at any time after
August 27, 1940, and prior to the termination
of the present war, who shall not have been
dishonorably seperated therefrom, and who
shall have been separated therefrom after
service of 80 days or more, or ghall have been
separated therefrom after less than 980 days of
service for disability incurred in line of duty,
£hall, upon application to the Administrator
of Veterans' Affairs, be entitled to pursue a
course of education or training under this
part. Such course of education or training
may be any full-time course of education or
training (including refresher courses) in any
accradited educational or training institution
selected by the veteran, if such institution
finds the veteran qualified for and accepts
him for such course of education or training.
Mo course of education or training under this
part in excess of a period of 4 years shall be
approved, nor shall any training or education
under this part be afforded beyond 6 years
after the termination of the present war.

“2, While pursuing a course of education
or training under this part, the veteran shall
be entitled to a training allowance, to be
paid by the Administrator of Veterans' Af-
fairs, which shall be at the rate of #50 a
month, except that if the veteran is a man
and is married, or 15 a woman and is married
to a husband who is shown to the satisfac-
tion of the Administrator of Veterans' Affalrs
to be dependent upon her for support, such
allowance shall be at the rate of 875 a month,

“3. When any veteran pursues a course of
education or training at any institution
under this part, the Administrator of Vet-
erans’ Affairs shall pay to such institution
with respect to such veteran the customary
tuition, laboratory, library, and other fees
ordinarily paid by or for students at such
institution; but such payments shall not in-
clude charges for board, lodging, or other
living expenses, The Administrator shall not
pay any part of such fees which is in excess
cf a rate equivalent to $300 for an ordinary
school year and shall not pay such fees for
a veriod longer than the equivalent of 4
ordinary sehool years.

“4, When the course of education or train-
ing under this part conslsts of training on
the job by an employer, such employer shall
be required to submit monthly to the Ad-
ministrator a statement under oath showing
any wage, compensation, or other income pald
by him to the veteran during the month,
directly or indirectly; and based upon such
sworn statements, the Adminlstrator is auth-
thorized to reduce or discontinue the tralning
allowance,

“5. Any person who, while pursuing &
course of education or training under this
part, is receiving a pension or compensation
under other laws administered by the Vet-
erans' Administration, shall be pald only so
miuch of the training allowance provided
under this part for any month as will, when
added to the pension or compensation, ag-
gregate the training allowance which would
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otherwise be payable for such month under
this part. No person who receives vocational
rehabilitation under part VII of this regula-
tion shall be entitled to receive educaticn or
training under this part.

“g. Any public or private elementary, sec-
ondary or other school furnishing education
for adults, any business school, college, voca=
tional school, or other educational institu-
tion, and any business or other establiShment
providing apprentice or other training on the
job, shall be deemed to be an accredited edu-
cational or training Institution for the pur-
poses of this part, if it is found by a board
eppointed under this paragraph to be quali-
fled and sultable for furnishing education or
training under this part, and if it complies
with such regulations as may be prescribed
by the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs for
the proper administration of this part, Such
Administrator shall appoint in each State a
board of five members, not less than three of
whom shall be members of the faculties of
educational institutions having educational
or sclentific courses in advance of the sub-
jects taught in standard high school courses.
Each such board shall determine whether or
not any institution or establishment in its
State in which a veteran desires to pursue a
course of education or training under this
part 1s qualified and sultable for providing
such education or training; and shall perform
such other duties and functions as the Ad-
ministrator of Veterans' Affairs may prescribe.
The members of such board shall not receive
any compensation for their services on the

.board, but shall be reimbursed for all neces-

sary travel expenses and shall receive a per

‘diem allowance of $15 in lieu of subsistence

while away from their respective places of
residence on business of the board.

7. In carrying out his powers and duties
under this part, the Administrator of Vet-
erans’ Affairs—

“(a) May prescribe such rules and regula-
tions as he deems necessary or appropriate.

“(b) May employ such additional personnel
and experts as are deemed necessary, and
may utilize and extend existing Veterans' Ad-
ministration facilities and utilize those of any
other governmental agency as well as those
maintained by joint Federal and State con-
tributions.

“(c) Shall consult with and may utilize

the services and facllities of the respective
State departments of education of the several

States.

“(d) May enter into such agreements or
arrangements with public or private institu-
tions or agencies as he finds to be suitable
and necessary to accomplish the purposes
of this part.

*“(e) May accept uncompensated services
upon such terms and conditions as he deems
proper.

g, Such rules and regulations of the Ad-
ministrator may Include such rules and regu-
lations as he deems necessary in order to
promote good conduct and cooperation upon
the part of persons who are pursuing courses
of education or training under this part.
Penalties for the breach of such rules or regu-
lations may with the approval of the Ad-
ministrator extend to a forfeiture or dis=
continuance of any part of the benefits pro-
vided by this part.”

Bec. 602, Paragraph 1 of part VII of Veter-
ans Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended by
Public Law No. 16, Seventy-eighth Congress,
March 24, 1943, is hereby amended by deleting
the date ‘“December 6, 1841,” in the first
sentence thereof, and substituting the date
“August 27, 1940.”

Trrie IV. LoANS For THE PURCHASE oF HOMES,
FArRMS, AND BUSINESS PROPERTY
GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR LOANS

SEc. 600. (a) Any person who shall have
served in the active military or naval service

-of the United States for more than 90 days

at any time after August 27, 1940, and prior
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to the termination of the present war, who
is not dishonorably separated therefrom,
upon separation from active service shall be
deemed to be a veteran eligible for the bene-
fits of this title. Any such veteran may ap=-
ply to the Adminlstrator of Veterans' Affairs
for a lcan for any of the purposes specified
in sections 601, 602, and 603. If the Admin-
istrator finds that the veteran is eligible for
the benefits of this title and 15 in need of
such loan, the Administratcer shall submit
the veleran's application for approval of the
loan as provided in sections 601, 602, and €03,
When any such loan has been approved as
provided in such sections, the loan shall be
made by the Administrator of Veterans'
Affairs.

(b) The aggregate of all lcans made to any
one veteran under this title shall be for such
emount not in excess of a thousand dollars as
may be applied for by the veteran. Any such
loan shall bear no interest for the first year
after the loan is made, and thereafter shall
bear interest at the rate of 3 percent per an-
num, compounded annually, No guarantor
of any such loan shall be required and no
security for the loan shall be required ex-
cept for a lien, which shall be a first lien
where no other lien is required in the pur-
chaso of such property; otherwise it shall be
a second lien,

(c) Any loan made under this title shall
be repayable to the Administrator of Veter-
ans' Affairs, and except as otherwise provided
in this title, shall be subject to such terms
and conditions as may be prescribed jointly
by such Administrator and the head of the
department or agency to whom the applica-
tion is submitted for approval of the loan,

PURCHASE OF HOMES

Sec. 601. (a) Any application made under
this section for a loan to be used in purchas-
ing residential property shall be submitted
10 the Federal Housing Administrator for his
approval. Such Administrator shall approve
the lean if he finds—

(1) that such loan will be used for part
payment for such property to be purchased
by the veteran;

(2) that such property has been approved
for mortgage insurance under the National
Housing Act as amended or meets the loca-
tion and construction requirements for such
approval; and

(3) that the purchase price paid, or to be
paid by the veteran for such property does
not exceed the appraised value thereof as de=
termined by the Federal Housing Adminis-
trator.

(b) Any application for a loan under this
section for the purpose of paying delinguent
indebtedness, taxes, or special assessments,
on residential property previously purchased
for a home by the veteran shall be submitted
to the Federal Housing Administrator who
shall approve such loan unless in his opinion
such loan is unsound or would not be in the
interest of the veteran.

(c) No first mortgage shall be ineligible
for insurance under the National Housing
Act as amended, by reason of any loan made
under this title, or by reason of any sec-
ondary lien upon the property involved se-
curing, such loan.

PURCHASE OF FARMS AND FAREM EQUIPMENT

3Ec. 602, (a) Any application made under
this title for a loan to be used in purchasing
any land, bulldings, livestock, equipment, ma-
crinery, or implements, to be used in farm-
ing operations conducted by the applicant,
shall be submitted to the Secretary of Agri-
culture for his approval of the loan. Such
Sncretary shall approve the loan if he finds—

(1) that such loan will be used for part
payment for real or personal proparty pur-
chased or to be purchased by the veteran and
used. in bona fide farming operations con-
ducted by him;
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(2) that such property will be useful in
and reasonably necessary for efficiently con-
ducting such operations;

(8) that the character, ability, and ex-
perience of the veteran, and the nature of
the proposed farming operations to be con-
ducted by him, are such that there is a rea-
sonable likelihood that such operations will
be successful; and

(4) that the purchase price paid or to be
paid by the veteran for such property does not
exceed a reasonable appraised value therefor
a8 determined by the Secretary.

(b) Any person who is found by the Ad-
ministrator of Veterans’ Affairs to have gerved
in the active military or naval service of the
United States for more than 80 days at any
time after August 27, 1940, and prior to the
termination of the present war, who shall not
have been dishonorably separated therefrom,
and who shall have been separated therefrom
after service of 90 days or more, or shall have
been separated therefrom after less than 980
days of service for disability incurred in line
of duty, and who is found by the Secretary
of Agriculture, by reason of his character,
ability, and experience to be likely success-
fully to carry out undertakings required of
him under a loan which may be made under
the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, shall
be eligible for the benefits of such act to the
game extent as if he were a farm tenant,

PURCHASE OF BEUSINESS PROPERTY

Bec. 603. Any application made under this
title for a loan to be used in purchasing any
business, land, buildings, supplies, equip-
ment, machinery, or tools, to be used by the
applicant in pursuing a gainful oeccupation
(other than farming), shall be submitted to
the Secretary of Commerce for his approval
of the loan. Such Secretary shall approve
the loan if he finds—

(1) that such loan will be used for part
payment for real or personal property pur=
chased or to be purchased by the veteran
and used by him in the bona fide pursuit of
& gainful occupation (other than farming);

(2) that such property will be useful in and
reasonably necessary for the efficient and suc-
cessful pursuit of such occupation;

(3) that the character, ability, and expe-
rience of the veteran, and the conditions
under which he proposes to pursue such oceu-
pation, are such that there is a reasonable
likelihood that he will be successful in the
pursuit of such ocecupation; and

(4) that the purchase price paid or to be
pald by the veteran for such property does
not exceed a reasonable appraised value
therefor as determined by the Secretary.

LEGISLATIVE RULE RELATING TO EUB-
JECT MATTER OF LEGISLATION AND
REVISION OF STATUTES

Mr. ANDREWS submitted the follow-
ing concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
32), which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Rules:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That every bill or
joint resolution passed by the Congress shall
embrace but one subject and matter properly
connected therewith, which subject shall be
briefly stated in the title of such bill or joint
resolution,

Sec. 2. That no law shall be amended or
revised by reference to its title only; but in
every case the law, as revised, or eection, as
amended, shall be reenacted and published
at length.

INTERVIEW WITH SENATOR EMITH, OF
SOUTH CAROLINA, BY JACOB BIMPSON
PAYTON

[Mr. ATEEN asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an interview with
Senator Smrre, of South Carolina, under the
heading “A Senator remembers,” by Jacob
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Bimpson Payton, published in the Christian
Advocate of January 20, 1844, which appears
in the Appendix.]

BENATOR BUTLER CITES FIGURES—EDI-
TORIAL FROM THE COLUMEBUS EVENING
DISPATCH
[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recomnp an editorial en-

titled “Here’s the Proof—Senator BuTLER

Cites Figures,” published in the Columbus

(Ohio) Evening Dispatch of January 24, 1944,

which appears in the Appendix.]

NATIONAL BERVICE LAW
[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a letter from

Capt. Herman Hirsh, of the Marine Corps, ad-

dressed to the Senators from Pennsylvania,

regarding a Dational service law, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]
VOTES FOR SOLDIERS
[Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp several letters

relating to votes for servicemen, which appear
in the Appendix.]

JAPANESE MISTREATMENT OF AMERICAN
PRISONERS

Mr, McFARLAND., Mr. President, I
wish to call the attention of the Senate
to the headlines in the morning news-
papers. We are saddened by those head-
lines, which read:

Five thousand two hundred Yank war
prisoners killed by Jap torture in Philippines;
cruel “march of death' described; other thou-
eands of victims were Filipinos; captives were
starved, beaten, bayoneted, shot, and even
beheaded, Army and Navy report.

Mr. President, this is just another
example of the cruelty and the brutality
of the Japanese, It is evidence that the
leaders of that race are not fit to govern
any people. May God be with the rela-
tives of those brave boys who have made
the supreme sacrifice.

The Japs will pay, and pay dearly.
Our answer will be in bleod, and in the
ashes of their cities, Those responsible
for this brutality must pay, but God for-
bid that we would ever resort to such
torture, even toward beasts such as these.
Let them be lined up and shot, that their
feet may scorch in hell, where they be-
long.

Mr., HATCH.
Senator yield?

Mr, McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. HATCH. I have asked the Sena-
tor to yield because he has discussed a
matter which is of vital concern to me.
I propose to discuss it further today. I
have agreed with the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. McKEeLrar], however, not to
interrupt consideration of the appropri-
ation bill. As soon as consideration of
the bill is concluded, which I hope may
be quickly, I wish to make some com-
ments about the atrocities revealed in
the morning newspapers,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from New Mexico very
much. The joint resolution must he
passed by Monday in order that the very
necessary work covered by it may be
continued,

NATIONAL SERVICE LEGISLATION—

LETTER FROM SGT. JOHN O. RANEY

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I
have not risen to say anything concern-

Mr, President, will the
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ing the matter which was called to the
attention of the Senate by the junior
Senator from Arizona [Mr. McFArRLAND],
but I wish to compliment him upon the
statement he has made. The only thing
I wish to say is that these facts were
known sometime ago, and it seems to
me the War Department and the Navy
Department should have made the re-
port at an earlier time, so that the Amer-
ican people could have known what the
facts were.

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a
letter written to me by an American boy,
a sergeant in the American Army who
is with our flyirig forces in England. He
writes me with reference to the legisia-
tion which has been proposed by the
President and advocated by the Secre-
tary of War, known as the national-serv-
ice legislation. He writes me as follows:

DeAr SENaTOR WHEELER: Although you will
no doubt be much too busy to read this,
will write it anyway just in case, In our
Army paper, the Stars and Stripes, we have
been following the debate pro and con on
the national-service law and as crew mems-
bers of the flying forts of the Eighth Air
Force we feel we have a right to a few words.
We would like to state and we may be
guoted—

Mr, President, I read the letter be-
cause of that statement; otherwise I
would not have quoted it—

That we are firmly against the bill. We do
not like the idea of anyone taking our wives,
mothers, fathers, sisters, or brothers fsom
the very homes we are fighting for and place
them on a farm, ranch, or any other damn
place, they see fit. We were led to under-
stand that the law in question once caused
a civll war and was settled for all time,
Frankly, sir, we are sick and tired of hear-
ing a few politicians try to bring slavery back
to the United States. If anyone would care
to see how miserably that same law has
falled in England, tell them to come over.
It has ruined thousands of women and
broken thousands of homes. We did not
want to come over here and do not wish to
be here now, but since we must, we will and
are doing our best. However, if this bill is
passed, I for one am through flying and
fighting, for when my Government invades
my home, the only thing we have left, there
is nothing left to fight for,

Respectfully yours,

Btafl Sgt. Jorn O. RANEY,

Three Hundred and Eighty-eighth
Bomb Group, Five Hundred and
Sizrty-third Squadron, A, P. O,
634, care of Postmaster, New
York City.

Mr, President, this letter was passed
by the British censor, and was passed by
the American censor.

When the statement is made by the
Secretary of War and by others that un-
less the proposed legislation is passed
the morale of the soldiers will be broken
down, it seems to me a letier such as
this furnishes ample proof that quite the
contrary is true. It is certainly true
here in the United Sfates, and it is true
apparently among the soldiers fighting
overseas.

CANADIAN FAEREM EQUIPMENT AND MACHINERY

While I am on my feet, Mr. President,
I also wish to call the attention of the
Senate to a letter which I received from
the vice president of an implement com-
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pany in Montana. The letter is as fol-
lows:

DeEAR BEnATOR WHEELER: 1 am attaching
hereto a copy of a letter that this firm re-
ceived today from the Canadian Trade Com-
missioner, Chicago, Ill. May I direct your
attention to the first part of the first sen-
tence of this letter in which it is very spe-
cifically and definitely intimated that Can-
ada might be in a position to furnish certain
farm implements and machinery for export
to the United States in the near future?

It seems mighty queer to me and to a lot
of the rest of us Amerlcans that the War
Production ‘Board and the War Food Admin-

" istration are allocating farm equipment for
export to Canada and to other British posses-
sions and depriving the American farmer and
rancher of equipment that he so badly needs;
while at the same time the Canadian manu-
facturers apparently have a surplus of farm
equipment and machinery that they in turn
can export to the United States.

I don't care necessarily to have the name
of this firm or my own name involved in this,
if it can be handled without; but on the
other hand, If it is necessary this letter can
be used.

It is signed by the vice president of the
company.

The letter which the writer received
from the Canadian Government Trade
Commissioner, Tribune Tower, 435 North
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, under date
of January 14, 1944, is as follows:

DeAr Sms: In view of the shortage of farm
implements and machinery at this time and
the possibility of supplies from Canada in
the near future, would you inform me if
there would be a market in your territory for
importations of Canadian farm implements
and machinery. If so, would you advise me
of the estimated tonnage or amount that
would be marketable.

I would appreciate an early reply at your
convenlence and thanking you in advance,
I am,

Yours falthfully,
H. A. BPENCER,
Acting Canadian Trade Commissioner,

Mr. President, the farmers of the
United States have been pleading for
farm implements. They have been told
not only that they could not obtain farm
implements, but as a matter of fact that
they should turn in such farm imple-
ments as they had on hand which they
were not using or which were out of re-
pair, because the Government needed
steel and other metals. As the writer
of the letter states, we have been ex-
porting farm implements to Canada, and
at the same time Canadians are writing
asking implement dealers in the United
States whether they can sell Canadian
farm implements which are manufac-
tured in Canada.

I have written letters to the War Pro-
duetion Board and to the War Food Ad-
ministration asking them upon what
ground they can hold back American
farm implements from the farmers of
this country and at the same time Cana-
dians can be offering to sell farm imple-
ments to the people of the United States,

SUPPLY AND DISTRIBUTION OF FARM
LABOR FOR 1944
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
lays before the Senate the unfinished
business.
The Senate proceeded to consider the
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 208) making
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an appropriation to assist in providing a
supply and distribution of farm labor for
the calendar year 1944, which had been
reported from the Committee on Appro-
priations with amendments,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will state the first amendment of the
committee.

The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was, on page 1,
line 4, after the word “appropriated”, to
insert “the following sums, namely” and
in line 5, after the word ‘“namely”, in the
amendment just above stafed, to strike
out:

The sum of 27,000,000, which sum, to-
gether with the amount appropriated in the
act of April 20, 1843 (Public Law 45), shall
be merged into one fund, to remain available
until December 31, 1944, and to be expended
by the War Food Administrator (hereinafter
referred to as the “Administrator”), appeint-
ed pursuant to Executive Order No. 9334,
dated April 19, 1943, for assisting In providing
an adequate supply of workers for the pro-
duction and harvesting of agricultural com-
modities essential vo the prosecution of the
war, as follows.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2,
after line 4, to insert:

TiTLE I—DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
WAR FOOD ADMINISTRATION

For assisting in providing an adequate sup-
ply of workers for the production and har-
vesting of agricultural commodities essential
to the prosecution of the war, $35,000,000,
which sum, together with the amount appro-
priated in the act of April 29, 1943 (Public
Law 45), shall be merged into one fund, to
remain available until December 31, 1944,
and to be expended by the War Food Admin-
istrator (hereinafter referred to as the “Ad-
ministrator”), appointed pursuant to Ex-
ecutive Order No. 9334, dated April 19, 1943,
as follows:

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Payments to States,” on page 2,
line 22, after the word “need”, to strike
out “not more than $17,500,000” and in-
sert “not less than $14,000,000 and not
more than $18,500,000”; on page 3, line
8, after the word “recruiting”, to strike
out “(including recruitment within the
State of recruitment for employment
elsewhere)”; in line 11, after the word
“transportation”, to strike out “including
transportation from State to State and
within the State of recruitment for em-
ployment elsewhere)”; in line 19, after
the word “exceed”, to strike out “$200,-
000” and insert “$100,000”; in line 21,
after the word “exceed”, to strike out
“$40,000” and insert **$20,000"; in line 24,
after the word “advances”, to strike out
the comma and “the repayments from
employers for such advances to be cred-
ited to the respective funds apportioned
to the States”; and on page 4, line 7, after
the word “things”, to insert “the fur-
nishing.” .

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Expenditure of other funds,”
on page 4, line 23, after the words “shall
be”, to strike out “allotted” and insert
“available for expenditure”; in line 24,
after the word “Administrator”, to strike
out “to the Office of Extension, War Food
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Administration, for expenditure, of which
not to exceed $200,000 shall be available
for administrative expenses in the Dis-
trict of Columbia”; on page 5, line 5, be~
fore the word “workers”, to strike ouf
“foreign.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5,
in line 9, after the word “families”, to
strike out the comma and the words
“while en route, including the furnishing
of health and medical services to agri-
cultural workers and their families
housed in any labor supply cenfer oper-
ated as a part of this program.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
should like to be heard briefly in opposi-
tion to the committee amendment. AsI
understand the amendment, its net effect,
if agreed to, would be to confine medical
services solely to migratory workers who
are brought in from some other country
and transported or given placement un-
der the program envisioned by the joint
resolution. It seems to me it is not a
proper policy to grant help and medical
care to migrant workers or seasonal
workers who are brought from one of our
neighboring countries, and to deny it to
an American citizen who may have been
transported just as far or farther from
his home, and who is working side by
side with the alien who has been brought
in. I am not attempting to raise any
invidious issue as between American cit-
izens and aliens; but what I have stated
is the net effect of the amendment as I
understand it. I am anxious to have the
amendment rejected on its own merits.
If it be rejected, I wish to offer an amend-
ment on behalf of the senior Senator
from California [Mr. Jornson], at the
request of his State medical association.

Mr, WHITE., Mr, President, will the
Senator yiéld?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I yield.

Mr. WHITE. I wonder if the Senator's
construction can be correct in view of
the fact that the amendment on page 5,
line 5, striking out the word “foreign,”
has been agreed to.

Mr. ATEKEN. Mr. President, that is
what I was about to call to the attention
of the senior Senator from Wisconsin.
It appears to me that by striking out the
word “foreign,” the matter referred to
has been taken care of.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it
is my understanding, and I should like
to have the acting chairman of the com-
mittee correct me if I am mistaken, that
on representations from the State De-
partment that the Mexican Government
was concerned, to say the least, lest
workers from Mexico coming into this
country might not have medical and
health care, the committee had proposed
to amend the joint resolution so that its
effect would be to make the medical and
health care available to seasonal workers
coming into this country from outside
the United States, but not available to
those transported in the United States
who are American citizens.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr, President, I will
state how the question arcse. If the
Senator will read lines 4, 5, and 6 of the
joint resolution as it was passed by the
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House, he will observe they read as fol-
lows:

The recruiting and transportation of for-
elgn workers and their families and necessary
personal property, within the United States
and elsewhere,

Many of them bring their families.
Certainly the United States Government
should not be required to furnish medical
attention for their families.

I desire to call the attention of the
Senator from Arizona [Mr. HavpEN] to
this matter, and to ask him to state how
the provision in the joint resolution
would actually operate inasmuch as he
has been closely connected with it.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the
Senator from Wisconsin will permit me
to do so, I should like to say that as the
measure was written, the House contem-
plated that the Federal authorities would
handle only foreicn workers, leaving
everything else to be handled by the ex-
tension services of the States. When the
Senate just now struck out the word
“foreign,” it made the bill read so as to
cover all workers,

If the Senator will read a little further,
he will find that beginning in line 7, pro-
vision is made to furnish to workers and
their families health and medical and
burial services, training, subsistence, al-
lowances, protection, and shelter,

What we were getting away from was
the limitation placed by the House as to
foreign workers while en route. The
House repeated the language., In other
words, the House contemplated that the
foreign worker would be recruited, and
that while he was en route to the State
he could receive this service, and that
thereafter it would be rendered by the
State authority.

We have struck out the word “for-
eign,” and that makes the provision apply
to all workers. There is ample authority
in the measure to provide health and
medical and burial services, training,
subsistence, allowances, and so forth, for
such workers and their families—that is
to say, all workers.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then let me ask,
in connection with the amendment which
has been brought to my attention by the
secretary of the Senator from California
[Mr. Jounson], whether it is the Sena-
tor’s interprefation that such services
and allowances will be available only to
those who have been transported.

Mr. HAYDEN. That is correct, be-
cause the joint resolution says:

The recruiting and transportation of work-
ers.

If the worker was recruited and trans-
ported, he could get medical service in
Jjust the way provided for by the measure
as reported from the committee.

What the senior Senator from Cali-
fornia desired to do was to provide that
a worker who moved from one State to
another on his own power, a worker who
was not recruited and was not trans-
ported, might also receive medical care
and attention. I do not see why the
Senator cannot cffer that amendment
without insisting on having the Senate
reject the committee’s amendment.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Yes; I think the
Senator has straightened me out on this
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matter, and that my information was
correct insofar as the effect of the meas-
ure as passed by the House was con-
cerned, but was not correct insofar -as
the changes proposed by the Senate
committee are concerned.

Mr. HAYDEN. That is correct.

Mr. McEELLAR. Yes; that is cor-
rect.

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Iwish to be frank,
and to say that I have been tied up with
the tax hill conference, and have not
had a thorough opportunity to study this
matter.

So I think I can wait until the com-
mittee ‘amendment with respect to the
matter has been disposed of, and then
offer the amendment to the House text.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I think
it would be in order now to offer the
amendment the Senator has in mind
and we can dispose of it immediately.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then, Mr. Presi-
dent, I offer the amendment, to be in-
serted at the proper place, and send it to
the desk.

Mr. McEKELLAR. Mr. President, am I
to understand that the Senator has with-
drawn his amendment to restore that
language?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I withdraw the
amendment to reject the committee
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May-
BANK in the chair). The question is on
agreeing to the committee amendment
on page 5, beginning in line 9.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will state the amendment submitted by
the Senator from Wisconsin on behalf
of the Senator from California [Mr,
JoHNsoN].

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, line 9,
after the word “families”, it is proposed
to strike out the semicolon and insert a
colon and the following: “Provided,
That funds available to the Administra-
tor may be used for providing health
and medical services to other migratory
workers and their families who have
entered the area without recruitment or
assistance of any government agency
and have engaged in agricultural work
and to whom adequate health and medi-
cal services are not otherwise available
in the area where they are working.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,
in connection with the amendment just
agreed to, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Rzcorp at this point
a letter addressed to the senior Senator
from California [Mr. JoansonN] by the
council of the California Medical Asso-
ciation.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed,in the REcorp,
as follows:

CALIFORNTA MEDICAL ASSOCIATION,
San Francisco, October 18, 1943,
The Honorable Higam W. JoHNSON,
United States Senator From California,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DeAR SENATOR JOHNSoN: This letter is writ-
ten on behalf of the agricultural workers of
California who have been served by the Agri-
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cultural Workers' Health and Medical Associ-
gtion in the past. Our attention has heen
directed to the present situation by the
medical members of their board cof directors.

Your attention is called to that section
of Public Law 45 regarding the migratory
agricultural workers and their familles who
would be eligible for health and medical
service.

The present wording of the act Is so re-
strictive that it excludes from medical care
all agricultural workers who do not recelve
their employment as a result of some activity
of some of the Government agencies financed
by Public Law 45. This means that our own
American agricultural workers who have suffi-
clent inltiative and ingenuity to develop em=
ployment resources of their own are denied
medical assistance.

In order to broaden the scope of profes-
slonal services to be rendered, a proposed
emendment to Public Law 45, section 3 (a)
(2), has been suggested. The proposed
amendment would be as follows * * *;

- - - L -

The California Medical Assoclation, an or-
ganization of some 7,000 licensed physicians
and surgeons, through the council, its con-
stituted authority, requests your support of
the proposed amendment.

May we express the hope that you will write
us in regard thereto? Kindly address your
communication to Karl L. Schaupp, M. D,
president, California Medical Asscciation, 450

Sutter Street, room 2004, San Francisco 8,
Calif,

With thanks for your help in this,
Cordially yours,
THE COUNCIL OF THE CALI-

FORNIA MEDICAL ASSOCIATION,
Earr L, ScEAUPP, M. D., ”
President,
PHILIP K. GILMAN, M. D.,
Chairman.
By GeoreE H. Eress, M. D.,
Secretary.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, I
should like to request information from
the Senator from Tennessee relative to
the $8,000,000 item mentioned in the re-
port. Will the Senator be kind enough
to explain where it is to be allowed and
how it is to be spent?

I read from the report:

War Food Administration: Farm labor
program, $8,000,000.

I should like to know about about.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the
Senator will examine page 1 of the joint
resolution, he will find that the amount
recommended by the House was $27,000,-
000. The Budget estimate was $35,000,-
000. The difference is $8,000,000, and
the committee has recommended the
Budget estimate.

Mr. BUSHFIELD.
tor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
next amendment of the committee will
be stated.

The nexit amendment of the commit-
tee was, on page 5, in line 15, after the
word “advances”, to strike out the com-
ma and the words “the repayments from
employers for such advances to  be
credited fo the funds available to the
Administrator; (4) payments in lieu of
taxes on labor supply centers in accord-
ance with the procedure set forth in the
act of June 29, 1936 (40 U. S. C. 432);
(5) determination and payment of claims
(not exceeding $50 in any one case) of
workers recruited in foreign countries
(a) who, in preparation for transporta-

I thank the Sena-
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tion to or from the United States and
subsequent failure of such transporta-
tion, have suffered losses; or (b) who
have been transported to the United
States and during said transportation,
inecluding embarkation and debarkation,
have suffered the loss of or damage to
personal effects” and insert “(4) lease,
repair, alteration, and operation of labor
supply centers and other necessary facili-
ties and services”; and on page 6, line 4,
after the word “and”, to strike out “(6)"”
and insert “(5).”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from
Arizona whether the amendment as now
drawn, if agreed to, would prohibit the
construction of any centers?

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. It does not con-
template new construction.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Was there any
testimony before the committee that
there was any need for such construc-
tion?

Mr. HAYDEN. There was the sugges-
tion on the part of Colonel Bruton that
he should be permitted to engage in
some construction. He said that what
bothered him particularly was that there
had been a ruling, by the Comptroller
General that to move a Civilian Con-
servation Corps camp from one place to
anothér was new construction.

The committee had so much difficulty
with the matter of labor camps, which
was one of the main troubles we were
trying to avoid, that the committee de-
cided to restore the words in the original
law, as it appears this year, and not pro-
vide for having anything new started.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Would the Sena-
tor object to having the word “reloca-
tion” inserted, so as to take care of
situations in which is is desired to move
an old Conservation Corps camp to an-
other place, so that it might be available?

Mr. HAYDEN. We might ask the act-
ing chairman of the committee about
that.

Mr. McEELLAR. We might take it to
conference.

Mr, HAYDEN. The committee did not
want to allow a great number of new
camps to be builf.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Would the Sena-
tor be willing to take such an amendment
to conference?

Mr. McKELLAR. Would that imply
that new camps could be built?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; as I under-
stand, if the word “relocation,” were in-
serted after the comma in line 3, after
the word “alteration,” that would confine
it; but if that is not so, it could be cor-
rected in conference.

Mr. McEELLAR. If it could be con-
fined to the relocation of existing camps,
that would be all right; but the commit-
tee was opposed to the building of new
camps.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It has been
brought to my attention that under ex-
isting decisions they are not even using
old Conservation Corps camps, which
may go to rack and ruin because they are
not used any more, and the facilities are
not moved to places where they can be
used. If the Senator would be willing to
take the amendment to conference, it
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would throw the matter open to further
consideration.

Mr. McKELLAR. We will take it to
conference,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment offered by the Senator from
Wisconsin will be stated.

The CHier CLERK. On page 6, line 3,
in the committee amendment, after the
word “alteration”, it is proposed to in-

-sert “relocation.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Wis-
consin to the committee amendment on
page 6, line 3,

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
next amendment reported by the com-
mittee will be stated.

The next amendment was, on page 6,
after line 5, to strike out:

{b) The Administrator may allocate to any
State, in the manner provided in section 2,
from the amount made available by this sec-
tion, such funds for labor supply centers and
other necessary services and facilities and for
the feeding of workers in such centers, as in
his judgment may be more advantageously
applied by such State for the Federal Gov-
ernment than by direct expenditure by the
War Food Administration. He is also author-
ized, in connection with the purposes of this
subsection, to loan to any State any labor
supply center and the facilities and equip-
ment thereof, owned by the United States,
under such terms and conditions as he may
specify.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6,
line 18, before the word “Not”, to strike
out “(e)” and insert “(b)”; in the same
line, after the word “than”, to strike out
“$200,000” and insert “2 percent”; and in
line 21, after the word “available”, to
strike out “for obligation during the cal-
endar year 1944."”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page T,
line 9, before the word “For”, to strike
out “(d)” and insert “(¢)”; in the same
line, after the word “this”, to strike out
“act” and insert “title”; and in line 17,
after the word “this”, to strike out “joint
resolution” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Limitations,” on page 8, line 5,
after the word “funds”, to strike out
“herein”, and in line 6, before the words
“shall be”, to insert “in this title.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 8,
line 14, after the word “funds”, to strike
out “herein”, and in the same line, after
the word “appropriated”, to insert “in
this title.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9,
after line 5, to insert:

(¢) No part of the funds appropriated in

this title shall be used for the establishment

or maintenance of reglonal offices.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the acting chairman or
the chairman of the subcommittee what
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the testimony was with regard to re-
gional offices.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the
testimony was that, without any author-
ity stated in the present law, the prac-
tice of setting up regional offices was fol-
lowed, and that seven such offices were
established. The regional offices were
established in various parts of the coun-
try. For example, in California a re-
gional office was established in San Fran-
cisco, 500 miles away from Los Angeles.
At one time 37,500 of the foreign laborers
were engaged at work in the Los Angeles
district. The regional office was of no
particular value. It is very expensive
to have seven regional offices maintained
all the time. Their employees work by
the year, and are paid by the year.
There is an average of more than 100
employees at each office, employed all
the time. The purpose of the joint reso-
lution is lergely to furnish seasonal
workers in gathering crops, as the Sen-
ator knows. The manager, Colonel
Bruton, who is apparently a very level-
headed man, stated that some of the re-
gional offices should be abolished. He
said he thought two of them, beyond
any doubt, should be abolished.

Upon reflection, the committee con-
cluded that all of them should be
abolished, and that arrangements should
be made by which representatives could
be employed in the larger districts where
it was necessary to have the work done.
For example, in the case of the 37,500
foreign workers an additiona) office must
be maintained at Los Angeles anyway.
It is now maintained there, and it ought
to be there, because of the fact that of a
total number of about 70,000 workers,
57,000 were employed in that one district
alone,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It seems fo me
that under the terms of the committee
amendment no regional offices could be
maintained.

Mr. MCKELLAR. The term “regional
office” has a technical meaning. As the
Senator knows, the practice of estab-
lishing regional offices has grown up.
Every governmental agency whose
activities cover the entire country or a
large part of it immediately establishes
regional offices, No soldiers were used
in the State of Georgia, and yet a re-
gional office was established at Atlanta.
A very large number of foreign workers
were assigned to Florida, but there was
no office in Florida. It was necessary to
go several hundred miles to a regional
cffice, and to Washington, if there was
any difference to be settled.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr., McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As I under-
stand, the joint resolution applies not
only to soldiers, but to all workers, either
foreign or domestic, who are ftrans-
ported——

Mr. McKELLAR., From one State to
another,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. All workers who
are transported t) areas where there is a
shortage of labor. AsIunderstand, from
the investigations of a committee on this
subject, the charts of migration, even
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before we began any recruiting and
transportation, show that the migratory
worker starts in the South early in the
winter and moves north on both coasts,
and even in the central States. Such
workers move north as the seasons
change., It seems to me that it would
be very difficult to administer this pro-
gram without some administrative sys-
tem. The program is almost a year-
around affair, because of the changes
in season, and because the United States
is a slice of a continent, and has such
wide variations in climate. In order to
coordinate this movement and give serv-
ice to farmers in various localities at the
time when it is needed, it seems to me it
would be necessary to have some admin-
istrative organization.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, let me
see if we can arrive at an understanding
of this matter by way of definition.

Ordinarily a regional office is an office
in which policies for a certain region are
determined. Colonel Bruton testified
before our committee that all policies
are fixed in Washington. For example,
in the migratory movement of laborers
up the Atlantic coast, when their work
in Maryland is completed and they are
needed in New Jersey, the New Jersey
authorities say how many they want, and
the Maryland authorities say how many
they can release. That is all handled in
Washington. A similar situation pre-
vails in connection with the movement
from California to Oregon. The deter-
mination as to what numbers are needed,
and where they shall be moved, is made
in Washington. Therefore, it is not
necessary to establish permanent offices
in Atlanta, Ga., or Philadelphia, Pa., to
handle questions of policy.

What the Senator has in mind, to
which the committee had no objection,
is this: There must be, of course, an
operational field unit. If workers are
being moved from Maryland to Pennsyl-
vania and New Jersey, there must be an
operational field unit to see that the
equipment goes along with them, and to
handle the movement in the field. That
is a field operation, after the policy has
been determined. It is not the desire of
our committee to prevent anything like
that being done, as the acting chairman
" has explained; but we do not want to
have permanent regional offices estab-
lished, where policies are determined,
when such offices may be needed at one
time and not at another.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,
as I understand the construction of this
amendment, it would not prevent the
establishment of whatever operational
management offices are necessary in
order to effectuate the work of this
organization.

Mr, HAYDEN. That is correct.

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is ex-
actly correct.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE, With that state-
ment, I am satisfied.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I should
like to ask a question. I am not as fa-
miliar with this measure as I should be,
because I have been engaged in the work
of another committee. As I understand,
this law was in effect last year.

Mr. HAYDEN. That is correct,
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Mr. LANGER. Can the Senator tell
me from what countries the foreign
workers came?

Mr. HAYDEN. In the greatest num-
bers they came from Mexico. I cannot
tell the Senator offhand exactly how
many came from Mexico. It is in the
record. The remaining two principal
sources are Jamaica and the Bahama Is-
lands. On the Atlantic coast the Ja-
maicans and Bahamians are used prin-
cipally. In the Midwest and on the Pa-
cific coast the agricultural laborers came
principally from Mexico. There were
also some Canadians imported.

Mr. LANGER. Are not the countries
from which these laborers have come as
interested in winning the war as is the
United States?

Mr. HAYDEN, Yes.

Mr. LANGER. What is the logic in
our Government, while our soldiers are
away fighting for the preservation of
those countries importing laborers from
those countries to do work in our coun-
try?

Mr. McCKELLAR, The explanation is
that we do not have the necessary num-
ber of workers to do the work. If the
Senator will read the record he will find
that the evidence on that point is over-
whelming, During last year the use of
foreign labor added enormously to the
crop production of the country. The
additional production of crops through-
out the Nation amounted in value to
many million dollars.

I may say to the Senator from North
Dakota that in the fruit region adjacent
to Los Angeles I understand there are
now approximately 7,500 of such workers
who are there under the extension of 1
month which we provided for last De-
cember in the operation of the law,
Their work is very necessary.

A gentleman was in my office yester-
day. I do not remember where he came
from. Concerning beans he said that,
as Irecall, 50,000 tons of beans were sayed
by the help of these workers, and that
without them the beans would have been
destroyed on the ground or would have
rotted in the fields, and would not have
been usable as food for mankind,

The farmers who employ the laborers
pay them good wages. Their labor is of
very great benefit to the war effort in the
matter of furnishing food. It is of very
great benefit to the farmers of our coun-
try wherever the laborers are used. Last
year this type of labor was employed in
36 or 37 States. I may say to the Sena-
tor that there has been almost universal
approval of the work which has been
done, and that provision has been made
to return the laborers to their respective
countries when they are no longer
needed. They are not to remain in this
couniry permanently,

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, McEKELLAR., I yield.

Mr. LANGER. Has there been any at-
tempt made to bring Puerto Ricans to
this country to do some of the work to
which the Senator has referred?

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not know.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I can
answer the question of the Senator from
North Dakota.
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A proposal was made to import Puerto
Ricans to do industrial labor, such as the
maintenance of railroad tracks, and
other work of that kind. Difficulty has
been encountered in that respect. I will
say frankly that one reason why the pro-
posal is made to import aliens for labor-
ing purposes is that we are certain they
will return to their respective homes.
That is the first thing which is made cer-
tain. The alien is fingerprinted, photo-
graphed, and thoroughly identified. He
is then given a medical examination, and
kept under Federal control all the time
he is in the United States. A part of his
wages in retained. In the case of Mex-~
icans it is 10 percent, and in the case of
those coming from the West Indies $1 a
day is deducted from the wages, sent
home, and deposited in a bank to the
credit of the individual, We are not in
any way interfering with the firmly es-
tablished national immigration policy.
‘We are strictly enforcing it. One reason
why it costs as much as it does is that we
keep tab on every individual as long as-
he is in the United States, and we make
sure that he will return to his home when
the emergency is over.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I am not
necessarily opposed to the joint resolu-
tion; I am merely trying to obtain some
information with regard toit. +

Mr, McKELLAR, If the Senator will
examine the joint resolution, together
with a copy of the hearings, I have nof
the slightest doubt that he will endorse
it, because it is a very valuable measure.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President,
will the Senafor yield?

Mr. MCKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I wish to supple-
ment what the able Senator has said.
Many of our farmers in Michigan who
are producing various fruit crops, and
particularly beet crops, would now be out
of business without this migratory labor.
It is absolutely indispensable.

Mr. McKELLAR. Without such labor,
food would be lost.

Mr, VANDENBERG. Certainly.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish to
bear testimony similar to that offered by
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Van-
pENBERG]. In my State the movement
into this country of Canadian labor to
help us harvest our potato ecrop is in-
dispensable at the present time., Last
year in one county of my State we had
a crop of approximately 70,000,000
bushels of potatoes. Without this help
having been brought in from the outside,
millions of bushels of potatoes would
have been ruined.

We have a similar situation in respect
to our woods operations. There is not
available in the State or in the surround-
ing territory a sufficient number of
woodsmen to carry on woods operations
and all the industries dependent upon
those operations. The pending measure
would make it possible to furnish a source
of labor supply which is absolutely nec-
essary in the two occupations to which
I have referred.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MCKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I merely wish to
make an inquiry. As I understand, un-
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der the provisions of existing law, labor-
ers are brought in from Central and
Bouth America and certain other areas.

Mr. McKELLAR, They are all brought
from this hemisphere,

Mr. REVERCOMB. Are not some
brought from the Bahamas?

Mr. EcKELLAR. Yes.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Under the provi-
sions of the law, they must be native-
born. Is that statement correct?

Mr. McKELLAR, I do not know that

. there is any such requirement in the law,

but they are brought only from countries
in this hemisphere.

Mr. HAYDEN. They must be native-
born when imported. In order to facili-
tate agricultural employment the law
provides that they must be native-born
residents of North America, South Amer-
ica, or Central America,

Mr. REVERCOMB. In other words,
this country cannot be used as a clearing
ground for immigration from other coun-
tries.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh,no. Everypre-
caution in the world has been taken in
the joint resolution to guard against
laborers being allowed to come into this
country in the way referred to by the
Senator. They must return to the coun-
tries whence they came.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I understand
that, but they must be native-born resi-
dents of some country in this hemisphere
before they are allowed to come info this
country.

Mr. McKELLAR., That is correct.

Mr. BUSHFIELD., Mr, Presidéent, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 yield.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Referring to the
new subsection (¢) which we have been
discussing, I understood the Senator to
say that seven regional offices are in-
volved.

Mr, McKELLAR, That is correct.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. With about 100
employees in each office.

Mr. McKELLAR, The average is more
than 100. One thousand three hundred
and ninety-six persons are employed out-
side Washington to administer the law.
Most of them are in the regional offices.
I will give the Senator the exact number,
I refer to the table on page 196 of the
hearings where it will be seen that the
number of employees at the first office is
101, at the next 153, at the next 62, at
the next 78, at the next 78, at the next
72. In San Prancisco there are 135 and
in Portland, Oreg., there are 62. The
total number employed at regional offices
is 663.

Mr., BUSHFIELD. When it was de-
cided to abolish regional offices, was it the
belief of the committee that the several
hundred employees—whatever the exact
number may be—would be removed from
the pay rell or shunted over into some
other department?

Mr, McKELLAR. That would depend
on those in eontrol of the organization.
I have no doubt that the employees will
be moved largely to the places where the
work is done. I use Los Angeles as an
illustration because every Senator knows
that it is the center of a large fruit in-
dustry. Instead of being used in San
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Francisco, the employees will no doubt
be moved to Los Angeles.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. I understood the
Senator to state that the reason for
abolishing the regional offices was In the
interest of economy and getting rid of
administrative expenses. If those em-
ployees are to be simply shunted over
into another job, with another name,
what will be accomplished?

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator will
yield to me I think I can explain the
situation.

Mr. McEKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. The handling of
aliens in the United States is an ex-
pensive operation because it is necessary
to keep books on each individual alien,
That is done in the first place to insure
that he will leave the United Stafes
when his time is up. We identify him,
we fingerprint him, we make that record
of him, and keep track of him all the
time.

The second reason why it is necessary

to keep books with him is, as I have
heretofore stated, that a part of his pay
is deducted and sent back to his home,
In the agreement with the foreign coun-
try it is provided that He shall receive
the prevailing rate of wages in the area
where he is employed and, in order to
insure that being done, it is necessary to
know about the contract which is made
with the farmer who employs him. That
involves more bookkeeping. Somebody
has to keep that record.

We want to be sure that he is de-
ported after he is through with his work.
We have to have the record in order to
keep the bargain we made with his gov-
ernment that a part of his pay will be
sent home. That has to be done any-
way, but what we are trying to get away
from is a policy-making office that did
not perform these functions, which are
required under the agreements with
foreign governments.

Mr., BUSHFIELD. I thank the Sena-
tor for his explanation, but I want to ask
one further question if the Senator from
Tennessee will pardon me.

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. I kncw it is neces-
sary and that it has to be done, but the
major portion of the work of the regional
offices, if I understand their operations
correctly, is in dealing with our own peo-
ple and moving them around, and not so
much with the aliens. The aliens are a
minority group as compared with all
farm labor.

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator is mis-
taken about that. The number of aliens
brought in last year was between seventy
and eighty thousand. We have need
this year for twice that many—for 150,-
000 if we can get them. The actual
supervised movement last year from one
State to another was only about 20,000,
according to the record. What the Sen-
ator has in mind is the movement within
a State, and that was wholly transferred
to the Extension Service in each State.
It is not necessary at all to deal with the
matter in the regional offices, except to
the extent that there has sometimes to
be moved from one State to another cer-
tain equipment which is needed, There
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the Federal end of it comes in, but, so far
as the handling of intrastate labor is
concerned, last year it was completely’
transferred to the Extension Service in
the State, and it operated, I think, suc-
cessfully, and it does not need extensive
Federal supervision, j

Mr. BUSHFIELD. What I wanted to
know particularly was what is going to
happen to the seven or eight hundred
employees of the regional offices, and if
we are going to save the amount repre-
sented by their salaries, or whether they
are merely to be assigned elsewhere.

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, MCKELLAR. Iyield.

Mr. LANGER. As I understand, we
spend approximately $300,000,000 for
Puerto Rico to support the population
there because it is claimed that the is-
land is over-populated. I want to know
what attempt has been made to bring
Puerto Ricans to this country to perform
farm labor here?

Mr. McKELLAR. There has been no
attempt to do that.

Mr. LANGER. In other words, we
send them money to support them and
then pay laborers from other countries
to come here and work for us.

Mr. McKELLAR, We do in this par-
ticular instance; yes.

Mr. LANGER. Many Mexicans come
to this country to work in the sugar fields
of North Dakotfa, and they have done a
good job. Before the war-they paid their
own expenses to our State, but since the
war the Government, apparently, has
been paying all the expenses of trans-
portation and everything else.

Mr. McKELL.AR. We pay the trans-
portation and then those who employ the
imported laborers pay them for their
work. It is absolutely necessary. Last
year a great many of these workers
helped gather the crops in North Dakota,
and I am very glad they did because
North Dakota aided in the production of
food that is so necessary in the war effort
at this time. It is somewhat expensive,
it is true, but it is absolutely necessary.

Mr. LANGER. Do not any of the for-
eign countries contribute anything
toward the support and the transporia-
tion of these workers?

Mr. MCKELLAR. No,sir; the Govern-
ment puts up the money to bring them to
the ports of entry and then those who
employ them pay them for their work.

Mr, BROOKS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. BROOKS. I should like to record
at this time that in the commitiee I
voted against turning all this program
over-to the War Food Administrator, in-
stead of putting it into the hands of the
State extension services. I should like
to have it recorded that last year 3,500,~
000 placements of farm workers were
handled by the extension services, and
they spent only $5,700,000 out of the
$14,000,000 that was made available to
them, and they returned the difierence
to the Treasury, The House joint reso=-
lution provided that when the foreign
laborers were brought into the States



they would ke turned over to the exten-
sion services. I still think it would be a
good thing to have the measure go to
conference with that idea in mind. That
will be the case, will:it not?

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, yes; the joint
resolution will go to conference in that
form.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
do not want the impression to be created
that the Senate is not supporting the
committee in that matter.

. Mr, McKELLAR. Of course not.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. It is one of vital
importance., I completely disagree with
the statement made by the junior Sen-
ator from Illinois. So far as the number
of placements is concerned, it is obvious
that because the Extension Service had
the placements of those who were resi-
dents in the county or within the State
it naturally made a great many more
placements at much less expense, but the
foreign laborers represented the differ-
ence between success and failure of hun-
dreds of millions of dollars worth of val-
uable food in this country. They had to
be brought in from the outside;'they had
to be handled in an entirely different
way. So I want the REcorp to show that
I think the committee was a hundred
percent right in the amendment which
the Senate has now adopted.

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Sena-
tor. I had the same‘idea as the Senator
from Illinois entertains when we first
began consideration of the matter. I
think the Farm - Extension Service has
done a wonderful work in this country.
I think it is one of the best organiza-
tions in the Federal service. I have the
greatest respect and admiration for it.
I think it is doing now a great work,
But when the joint resolution came be-
fore the Senate committee, Mr. Jones,
the War Food Administrator, appeared
and testified that his organization did
. not want it to take the course suggested
by the Senator from Illinois. They pre-
ferred that it should follow the success-
ful course that was taken last year.

Then, came Mr. M, L. Wilson, head
of the Farm Extension Service, and he
testified that they did not want to han-
dle the matter. Somehow or other, I do
not like to put on a public officer addi-
tional duties, particularly such impor-
tant duties as these, when he himself
says that he does not want it. Others
said the same thing, and the heads of
the land-grant colleges came and testi-
fied the same way.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE., Including Dean
Martin.

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, Dean Martin,
as the Senator suggests. So, although
I had the idea that it might be done
more economically and probably just as
well or better by the Farm Exiension
Service, I came to the conclusion that,
in view of its success last year along the
line that was then adopted, and as we
did not intend to make it a permanent
organization but only one to operate
during the war.period, undoubtedly we
had Letter stick to the law 2s it was last
year. The principal reason was that
the Extension Service did not want to
take i, and the other reason was the
success of the undertaking last year.
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield to me at that
point?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator
will permit, I do not wish to take the
time to read Dean Martin's statement
on behalf of the Land Grant College As-
sociation, but it is clear from his state-
ment, which appears at page 142 and
following of the record.

Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator
will put it in the REcorD.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That the Exten-
sion Service and the land-grant colleges
feel that they are primarily engaged in
the field of education, and they do not
want this temporary wartime operating
job dumped in their laps. I may not use
language which the dean would approve,
but that is the substance of their state-
ment. I ask that the statement be in-
corporated in the Recorp at this point
as a part of my remarks,.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY DEAN WiLLiam H. MarTIN, OF
THE COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE, RUTGERS UNI-
VERSITY, REPRESENTING THE EXECUTIVE CoM-
MITTEE OF THE ASSOCIATION OF LAND GRANT
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

FUNCTION OF EXTENSION SERVICE

The Cooperative Extension Service Is a
joint activity of the State land-grant colleges
and the United States Department of Agri-
culture. Its purpose, as set forth by the
Congress in the basic Smith-Lever Act, is
“to aid in diffusing among the people of the
United States useful and practical informa-
tion on subjects relating to agriculture and
home economics, and to encourage the ap-
plication of same.” Congress specified fur-
ther that its work “shall consist of the giv-
ing of instruction and practical demon-
strations * * * and imparting * * *
information. * * *”

Thus the Extenslon Service from the outset
has been construed to be an educational
agency, an organic arm of the cooperative
educational program originally established
with the passage of the Land Grant Act, and
now specifically defined to include the flelds
of resident teaching, research, and extension
teaching. The Extension Service personnel
is qualified, by training and experience, to
work most efficlently in this fleld. In the
judgment of the Land Grant College Asso-
cation, the best long-time interests of the
people will be served by continuing the per-
manent program of the land-grant colleges
within the sphere of actlvities that may be
regarded as purely educational in nature.

COOPERATION OF EXTENSION SERVICE IN WAR
EFFORT

Under war conditions, however, it is recog-
nized that the total mobilization of our na-
tional resources may require that many in-
dividuals and agencles pursue activities lying
outside their traditional fields. The land-
grant colleges have accepted, and will con-
tinue to aceept, such extraordinary responsi-
bilities in the field of agriculture as the Con-
gress may feel they are best qualified to bear,
It is assumed, of course, that such emer=
gency essignments of responsibilities will
carry with them the means with which to
fulfll them.

This is a general statement of policy de-
signed to promote the most effective utiliza-
tion of the facilities of the land-grant col-
leges in furtherance of the war effort. It is
felt thet the specific application of this policy
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to the farm-labor program should be de-

veloped by the Congress.

ATTITUDE OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE TOWARD
TRANSFERRING TO EXTENSION SERVICE HAN-
DLING OF FOREIGN AND INTERSTATE LABOR
The execptive committee-doubts, however,

it the Extension Service is so organized or

equipped as to operate effectively in the field
of interstate or international movement of
farm labor. It also looks with much concern
on too close involvement of the county ex-
tenslon agents in matters having to do with
agricultural deferments by the  selective-
service boards. The Extension Service must
work amicably with all farmers. "

Obviously, the Extension Service is ready
and willing to furnish Congress with all avail-
able information concerning the require-
ments for farm labor which must be met to
enable farmers to continue maximum pro-
duction of the agricultural products so neces-
sary to the war effort.,

Mr. BROOKS. Mr, President, will the
Senator from Tennessee yield?

Mr. McKELLAR,. I yield.

Mr. BROOKS. I do not intend to put
anything in the Recorp, but I do want -
the Recorp to show that this is not all
one-sided, There were three heads of
various State extension services who tes-
tified to the absolute essentiality and in-
dispensability of this foreign labor to
their successful crop harvesting.

Mr. McKELLAR, That is correct.

Mr., BROOKS, Everyone admits that
it is necessary. The question of who
handles it is an entirely different prob-
lem. The heads of the extension service
in Tennessee, in Minnesota, and in Mary-
land came and testified that there was
a duplication of effort, that the farmers
in their communities were acgquainted
with them, that they are in the area the
year round, and that the farmers
brought all their problems to them, and
brought this labor problem to them also,
I merely want the Recorp to show that
I think the best way to handle the matter
is through the Extension Service, and I
hope that out of the conference the bill
may come back with that provided for,

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from
Illinois is correct in all he says about the
testimony and about his position, which
to me has a great deal of merit. The
only reason why I approved the amend-
ment is the reason I have given.

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the
observation should be made for the Rec-
ORD, in connection with the question of
foreign labor, that the foreign govern-
ments would, I think, much prefer to
have an agency directly representing the
Central Government rather than several
agencies which may be said to be par-
tially Federal, but are mostly State or-
ganizations, represented by 48 different
agricultural extension agencies through-
out the United States.

There will be found in the record of the
Senate committee hearings, at page 132,
& letier written by our representative in
Mezxico to the Secretary of State in
Washington, showing, in substance, that
the Mexican Government views with
alarm an undertaking, on the part of
the House through the pending bill, to
take the authority out of the hands of
the Federal Government, and place it in
the hands of the State governments.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amendment
on page 9, line 6.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Miscellaneous provisions,” on
page 9, line 10, after the word “this”, to
strike out “act” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9,
line 15, after the word “this”, to strike out
“act” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9,
line 18, after the word “this”, to strike
out “act” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10,
line 9, afier the word “receipts”, to strike
out the colon and the following proviso:
“Provided, That all receipts derived from
the furnishing of subsistence to workers

shall be credited to the appropriation in |

section 1 and be available for expenditure
by the Administrator for the replenish-
ment of subsistence supplies and for ex-
penses incident to the furnishing of such
subsistence.”

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Ari-
zona how much was derived from sub-
sistence last year, and to what extent this
amendment would curtail the operations.

Mr. HAYDEN. It would not affect it at
all. The amendment would merely do
away with the revolving fund. We were
told in the hearings, if my recollection is
correct, that about $12,000,000 was col-
lected from imported labor for meals fur-
nished them. They have to pay for their
meals. Under the -procedure followed,
the $12,000,000 was deposited in the
Treasury. The House language, as we
interpret it, would make it a revolving
fund which could be used over and over
again.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What I rose to
ask was whether the effect of the amend-
ment would be actually to reduce the
amount of money available for this work
for this year. If it amounts to $12,000,-
000, which they were able to collect as
they went along with the program last
year, and then used for further expendi-
tures, it would seem to me—although
here again I plead that I am not suffi-
ciently familiar with the matter, for the
reasons I have already stated, to speak
with authority—that the net effect would
be to curtail the operating funds, assum-
ing a program of equal magnitude with
that of last year, to the extent of about
$12,000,000. Yet I understood the Sen-
ator from Tennessee to say that we need
twice as many laborers this year as we
had last year.

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator from
Tennessee will explain how it is handled
in another way:

Mr. McEELLAR. Last year, while we
appropriated money for this purpose,
none of it was used. The provision was
found ineffective, as it was managed. So
there is set up this year a different meth-
od, which enlarges and increases the
work and takes care of it.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, 8o, as a mafter
of fact, the amendment will not result
in curtailing the amount of money
available for this year’s operations, be-

cause the funds are put into the general
fund, instead of being used as a revolv-
ing fund?

ngr. McEELLAR., The Senator is cor-
rect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment on page 10, line 9.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Clerk will state the next amendment of
the committee.

The next amendment was, on page 10,
line 18, after the word “this”, to strike
out “act” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13,
line 6, after the word “this”, to strike
out “act” and insert “title”, and in line
7, after the word “this"”, to strike out
“act” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 13,
line 11, after the word “perishable”, to
strike out “or seasonal fruits and vege-
tables” and insert “agricultural prod-
ucts.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13,
after line 12, to strike out:

(1) Notwithstanding any provisions to the

contrary in the act approved July 12, 1943

(Public Law 132), funds available to the
War Manpower Commission for the current
migration of Mexican or Canadian nationals
under the ausplces of the War Manpower
Commission for industrial and railroad pur-
poses essential to the war efiort, may con-
tinue to be expended during the fiscal year
1944,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13,
line 20, before the word “This”, to strike
out “(j)” and insert “(i)”; in the same
line, before the word “shall”, to strike
out “act” and insert “title”; and in line
23, after the word “this”, to strike out
“act” and insert “title.”

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 13,
after line 23, to insert:

(1) If the Administrator finds that there
is inadequate farm labor in any area, the
Administrator and the agricultural extension
service of the land-grant colleges in the re-
spective States are hereby authorized for the
purposes of this title, to negotiate directly
with the War Department for the utilization
of prisoners of war and the emergency use of
soldiers of the United States for the pro-
duction and harvesting of agricultural com-
modities within the several States upon such
terms and conditions as may be mutually
agreed upon, subject, in the case of prison-
ers of war, to the terms of any treaties or in-
ternational agreements to which the United
States of America is signatory and which are
now in effect.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE., Mr. President, I
should like to obtain information about
the reasons for this amendment. As it
strikes me at first reading, the amend-
ment would have the effect of treating
war prisoners, as a part of the seasonal
labor force, differently from the treat-
ment accorded those who are brought in
from abroad, and that it would cut off
any activity heretofore undertaken by
the Administrator and the War Man-
power Commission, Am I correct or
wrong about that?
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Mr. HAYDEN. Essentially, of course,
there is a difference between a prisoner
of war and a free alien who comes into
the country.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly; but
so far as the total labor supply is con-
cerned, it would seem to me they should
all be considered as available, and we
should not have more concentration of
war prisoners in one place when there is
a ]sireater demand for them somewhere
else.

Mr. HAYDEN. The complaint made
to the commitiee by the American Farm
Bureau Federation was that in a number
of instances, where there were available
within a State or an area prisoners of
war who could do agricultural work, it
took so long a time to unwind the red
tape and get them that the crops were
lost. Instead of having them go around
through the War Manpower Commis-
sion, and every other agency which has
been interested in the matter heretofore,
the amendment would provide that if
the Administrator felt that there was
an inadequate farm-labor supply in any
area, then he, or the land-grant college,
could go directly to the Army and get the
matter fixed up. It would simply cut
red tape. That is all it is designed to do.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I hope the Sen-
ator will make further study of this mat-
ter. It struck me that, instead of having
the number of war prisoners available
considered with the total labor supply,
and allocated and sent to places in rela-
tior to the total demand, the net effect
of the amendment would be that the
war prisoners would be segregated and
made available directly to the local com-
munities without the consideration of
the over-all problem.

For example, there may be a shortage
of labor in one State and there may be
a greater shortage of labor in another.
It would seem to me that in meeting that
problem the war prisoners should be senf
where there is the greatest need, rather
than segregated and utilized as a sep-
arate labor force.

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator will per-
mit, that is exactly what we directed the
Administrator to do. The amendment
provides, “If the Administrator finds
that there is inadequate farm labor in
any area,” and sbv forth. He finds it in
relation to all other areas, which is his
business, he being the head of the na-
tional organization, and the War Food
Administrator. If he finds that there is
a shortage in any area, he can go directly
to the War Department and say, “You
have in this area certain prisoners of
war, and we would like to use them.” I
cannot see any objection to it.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr, President, let
me call attention to the testimony of Mr.
O’Neal, head of the Farm Bureau Fed-
eration, which appears on page 66 of the
committee hearings:

Experience has already demonstrated the
need for definite authority to enable the Fed-
eral Office of Extension and the State exten-
sion offices to negotiate directly with the War
Department for the utilization of priconers of

war, and also for the emergency use of sol-
diers in the production and harvesting of
agricultural commodities, At the present
time it is necessary to go through a maze of
red tape, restrictions, and delays imposed by
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the War Manpower Commission and the
United States Employment Service. While
all this procedure is going on, needed food
supplies may be lost. Serious losses have al=-
ready occurred in some areas,

That is the reason for this provision,
and it seems to me to be admirably
‘stated.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, I
am still not convinced, but the matter
will go to conference. What I am con-
cerned about is that there shall not be
any separate use of the war prisoners in
an area simply because there is a short-
age there, as against the perhaps more
important and urgent need for them
somewhere else. It seems to me that this
provision for direct negotiation with the
War Department separates them and
gives them different treatment than is
accorded those who are brought in from
other countries or are transported in
interstate commerce.

Mr. McKELLAR. That may be, but it
results in considerable saving of food
Crops.

"Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Ihope the Sena-
tor will consider this angle of the situa-
tion, because it seems to me it would be
very unfortunate if what I am appre-
hensive about should occur.

Mr, McEKELLAR. I have no doubt it
will be thoroughly gone over in confer-
ence.

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, it was
my experience, in trying to have my own
State of Louisiana avail itself of war
prison labor last season, especially in the
case of the rice crop and the sugarcane
crop, that there was considerable delay,
and I think if we can have direct nego-
tiation and obtain quicker action it will
probably be much better. Iam not criti-
cizing anyone. We did receive war prison
labor eventually in the sugarcane fields,
which practically saved the crop. I
think it has been estimated that as much
as 50 percent of that crop would have
been lost had we not obtained the prison
labor. It was of great help in the rice
crop also, es well as the cotton crop. I
mention the cane and the rice crops be-
cause they are both so very essential to
the prosecution of the war. But we
ought to avoid as much as possible red
tape and delays in obtaining the prison
labor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment on page 13, beginning in line
24, :

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee

amendment. :

" The next amendment was, on page 14,
line 12, after the word “This”, to strike
out “act” and insert Ttitle.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14,
gfter line 13, to insert:

Trrie II—EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PresI-
DENT—OFFICE FOR EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
WAR MANFOWER COMMISSION

Migration of workers: To enable the War
Manpower Commission to provide, in accord-
ance with regulations prescribed by the

Chairman of said Commission, for the tem-"

porary migration of workers from foreign
countries within the Western Hemisphere
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(pursuant to agreements between the United
States and such foreign countries) for em=
ployment in the continental United States
with industries and services essential to the
preservation, marketing, or distribution of
agricultural products, including the trans-
portation of such workers from points cut-
side the United Btates to ports of entry of
the United States and return (including
transportation from place of employment in
the United States to port of entry of the
United States in any case of default by an
employer to provide such transportation to a
worker, in which event the employer shall
be liable to the United States for the cost
therecf), cost of temporary maintenance of
workers in reception centers in foreign coun-
tries and in the United States, when neces-
sary, reasonable subsistence and emergency
medical care of such workers from the time
of reporting for transportation to the United
States or return to the country of origin
until arrival at the destination, necessary
assistance to meet emergency health and
welfare problems while in the United States,
when such assistance is not otherwise avail-
able to such persons, and guaranties of em=
ployment while in the United States to the
extent agreed upon with the foreign coun-
try from which the worker 1s imported, fiscal
year 1944, $1,359,200, of which not to exceed
$97,200 shall be available for all administra-
tive expenses necessary for the foregoing, in-
cluding not to exceed $10,000 for temporary
employment of administrative personnel out-
side continental United States, not to exceed
$1,000 for printing and binding outside con=-
tinental United States without regard to sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes and section
11 of the act of March 1, 1919 (44 U. B. C.
111), and not to exceed $20,000 for travel
expenses: Provided, That no transportation of
workers shall be allowed hereunder unless the
employer and the worker have entered into
a contract for employment approved by said
Chairman or his designee, and unless said
Chairman certifies that reasonably adequate
use, is being made of local labor supply: Pro-
vided further, That this appropriation shall
remain available after June 30, 1944, for the
purpose of fulfilling guaranties and other ob-
ligations theretofore incurred with respect to
such foreign workers and for all other pur-
poses connected with the protection and ultl-
mate return of any workers theretofore trans-
ported: Provided further, That no part of this
appropriation shall be available for the re-
cruitment or transportation of workers for
employment in agriculture: Provided further,
That the general provisions under the caption
“Executive Office of the President—Ofiice for
Emergency Management,” contained in the
National War Agencies Appropriation Act,
1844, and epplicable to the constituent agen-
cies of the Office for Emergency Management
contained therein shall be applicable to the
appropriations to the War Manpower Com-
mission contained in this paragraph.

Mr.HAYDEN. Mr. President, Ishould

like to make an explanation of the
amendment. There is a very serious
shortage of labor in the woods to cut
trees to make wood pulp and to cut tim-
ber to make containers for fruits and
vegetables. In my own State, in the
Salt River Valley, we lost 500 carloads
of winter lettuce because the hox shook
could not be obtained to put the let-
tuce in boxes and fit them for shipment,
Under those circumstances, knowing
that to be a fact, and knowing how
short paper is for newspapers—I had it
all confirmed by a letter from one of the
leading agricultural journals of the Pa-
cific coast, which stated that if foreign
labor could be obtained that was familiar
with working in the woods, it would be a
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great help, They thought that they
knew where such labor was, and on in-
quiry I found that the place they had in
mind was British Honduras.

In British Honduras they have had a
large mahogany industry for a long time,
and many men skilled in cutting ma-
hogany trees, but the demand for ma-
hogany wood during the war is almost
nil. So the British Government took
600 of these British Honduran woodsmen
to Scotland, and they have been eém-
ployed there cutting down a pine forest
which grew up since the last war. That
operation is about complete and they
will soon be on their way back.

A number of other of these woodsmen
went from British Honduras to the
Panama Canal, and helped to clear the
right-of-way for the third set of locks,
and that operation is about completed.

So it is known that in that particular

"area at least 1,500 skilled men could be

obtained to go into the woods. The same
is true of the tropical forests of Mexico
and Central America and other coun-
tries.

I took the matter up with the War
Manpower Commission and asked,
“What is necessary to be done to find
this labor?” and this text was submitted,
in the form of an amendment, which has
been adopted by the committee. The
committee has confined it, Senators will
observe, to enable the War Manpower
Commission to provide for the admission
by agreement with foreign governments
of their nationals into this country to be
employed in the continental United
States with industries and services es-
sential to the preservation, marketing,
or distribution of agricultural products.

Timber, according to a Federal stat-
ute, is an agricultural product. It will
be very helpful indeed if this work can
be carried on. The difference between
the procedure and that with respect to
the importation of agricultural labor is
that our Government will pay the ex-
penses from the country of origin to a
port of entry in the United States. From
there the rail transportation must be
paid by the employer in the United
States. That is what is now being done
under the allotment from the President’s
fund with respect to railroad workers.

There are now about 12,000 Mexicans
in the United States employed as track
workers, largely by the Southern Pacific
and the Santa Fe railroads. They sent
down to Mexico their own locomotives
and cars because of the lack of equip-
ment, and they have paid all the rail
transportation there and back. But it
is done under the same basic agreement
with which agricultural labor is im-
ported, that is, that they will return
when their work is over, they will receive
the prevailing rate of wage, and a deduc-
tion is made from their wages as in the
case of agricultural labor. But the bur-
den of the employer is greater than it is
in the case of agricultural labor.

Mr, President, I thought this explana-
tion was due the Senate before the
amendment was adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestion is on agreeing to the committee
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amendment beginning in line 14, on
page 14.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, MCKELLAR. Mr. President, I send
an amendment to the desk, which I ask
to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

The Cmier CLERK. On page 14, afier
line 11, it is proposed to insert the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

(k) The appropriations and authority with
respect to appropriations contained in this
title ghall be available from and including
February 1, 1944, for the purposes respectively
provided in such appropriations and author-
ity. All obligations incurred during the pe-
riod between January 31, 1944, and the date
of the enactment of this act in anticipation
of such appropriations and authority are
hereby ratified and confirmed if in accordance
with the terms thereof,

. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, I
very much regret that I shall have to
leave the Chamber. The conferees on
the tax bill are meeting at 1:30 and there
is one very important amendment com-
ing up there in which I am interested. I
had intended to raise some other ques-
tions in connection with the joint reso-
lution, but I am unable to do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator-from Ten-
nessee.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, that
completes the amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution is open to further amendment.
If there be no further amendment, the
question is on the engrossment of the
amendments and the third reading of
the joint resolution.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed, and the joint resolution be
read a third time.

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 208)
was read the third time and passed.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent that the clerks may
be granted authority to make necessary
changes in section numbers.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McEELLAR. I move that the
Senate insist upon its amendments, re-
quest a conference with the House there-
on, and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr, McKEL-
LAR, Mr. Grass, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr, TYDINGS,
Mr, RusseLL, Mr. N¥E, Mr. LopGe, and
Mr. HoLman conferees on the part of the
Senate,

JAPANESE BARBARISM AND ATROCITY

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, last night
at a late hour I was called over the tele-
phone by one of the press agencies. The
representative of the agency read to me
a news release issued by the War De-
partment and Navy Department in a
joint statement which appears in this
morning'’s newspapers.

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me so that I may suggest
the absence of a quorum?

Mr. HATCH. I yield.
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Mr. RUSSELL. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll,

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names.:

Alken Eastland O'Dantel
Andrews George Overton
Austin Gerry Pepper

Ealley Gillette Radcliffe

Ball Green Revercomb
Bankhead Guffey Reynolds
Barkley Gurney Robertson
Eilbo Hatih Russell

Bone Hawkes Shipstead
Brewster Hayden Bmith
Bridges Hill Stewart
Brooks Johnson, Colo. 'I'homas, Idaho
Buck Kilgore Thomas, Okla,
Burton La Follette Thomas, Utah
Bushfield Langer Truman
Eutler Loage Tunnell

Eyrd McClellan Tydings
Capper McFarland Vandenberg
Caraway McEellar Wagner

Clark, Idzho Maloney Wallgren
Clark, Mo, Maybank Walsh Mass,
Connally Mead Wheeler
Danaher Millikin White

Davis Moore Wilson
Downey Murdock .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-
four Senators have answered to their
names. A guorum is present.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I greatly
regret that, because of the absence of so
many Senators from the city, the at-
tendance of many Senators at commit-
tee meetings, and the absence of other
Senators from the Chamber because of
other official business, a number of Sen-
ators are not now on the floor of the
Senate. I do not take that position be-
cause I want them to hear what I myself
have to say, but because I should like to
have every Member of the Senate, every
Member of the House of Representatives,
and every person in public and private
life of this country raise his voice in such
a protest that it would reach across the
ocean into the enemy’s land. I discuss
today the terrible story of atrocities com-
mitted on American soldiers captured on
Bataan and Corregidor.

As I said at the beginning of my re-
marks, Mr. President, I was called last
night on the telephone, and that story
was related to me. The story I was told
over the telephone, and as it appears this
morning in the newspapers, was and is a
story of brutality and barbarism un-
equalled in the annals of the history of
civilized men or nations. The gruesome
details are fully set forth in the joint
statement issued by the Army and Navy
officials. It reveals the tragedy of 5,200
American prisoners of war killed by tor-
ture, by starvation—a story of wanton
murder and butchery inflicted by the
Japanese not only upon American sol-
diers but upon Filipino soldiers as well.

I quote from the newspaper story:

During an 85-mile “march of death" which
began the day of the suwrrender on Ba-
thay. 8 ¥

Americans and Filipinos were not permit-
ted to eat food they had with them,

Unbelievable as it may seem, yet the
testimony of eye witnesses discloses as
true that our soldiers, and the Filipinos
also, who happened to have in their
possession Japanese tokens or money
were executed in the cruel, barbarous,
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and savage manner of actual beheading,
Even the sick and disabled from the hos=
pitals were forced into the marching
columns, and those who could not march
were shot. When on that 85-mile
march of death the pangs of thirst
overcame the caution and prudence of
American boys, and they dashed to road-
side wells, they were shot down and
killed in cold blood.

Af the end of that long march of
death 12,000 prisoners were kept for a
whole week without food on a concrete
floor about 100 yards square. After T
days the 7,000 Americans and 5,000
Filipinos were given their first food—1
mess kit of rice and a can of sardines.

Mr. President, the relation of further
details of this dastardly treatment ac-
corded our soldiers is unnecessary.
Every Senator has read the full story as
it appears in the newspapers, and this
morning every American has learned of
the torture, the “cruel and barbarous
treatment accorded prisoriers of war by
the so-called modern Japanese Nation.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HATCH, I yield.

Mr, DAVIS. I regret that I am re-
quired to leave the Chamber in order to
attend a meeting in the Ways and Means
Committee room of the conferees on the
tax bill. I should like to give an expres-
sion of my own feeling after reading
what appeared in this morning’s news-.
papers. I say that the inhumane and
unbelievably barbarous action of the
Japanese disqualifies Japan from even
being considered one of the civilized na-
tions of the world.

Mr, HATCH. I thank the Senator,
and I am in thorough accord with what
he has said.

But, Mr. President, the story appearing
in the press of this morning is not ex=
actly new to me. It only confirms what
I have long dreaded and feared. In that
group of American soldiers were many
boys from my own State—probably a
larger percentage, according to popula-
tion, than from any other State in the
Union. There were men and young men
whom I have known, some of them all the
years of their lives. Some of those boys
I have known since boyhood. I know
their fathers and mothers, and coung
them my close personal friends. With
some of the older men I have been asso-
ciated in business and in friendly and
social relations for many, many years.
While I have been deeply concerned
about the men from every other section
of the country, nevertheless, it is but
natural that, having had such intimate
acquaintance with so many of the men
from New Mexico, I have been more
deeply concerned, perhaps, with their
safety and with their welfare.

At any rate, ever since the fall of
Bataan I have tried in every possible way
to ascertain what I could about the
treatment of those soldiers and have
tried to get relief to them and informa-
tion about them. I¥n various confer-
ences with officials of the various agen-
cies of the Government and of the Red
Cross I have received information which
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I have not heretofore made public, be-
cause I thought it would do no good and
perhaps would add further fear and sor-
row to the relatives of those men taken
prisoner in the Philippines. During
these conferences, when I learned that
the Japanese people had refused to per-
mit any inspection of or visitation to the
prison camps in the Philippines by rep-
resentatives of neutral nations or by the
Red Cross, I was convinced that condi-
tions there were such that the Japanese
were airaid to reveal the stark, grim, and
naked truth. That truth stands revealed
today in a way which shocks and horri-
fies not only every American, but every
decent person throughout the whole civi-
lized world.

Mr. President, the truest possible test
of a civilized nation is its treatment of
prisoners of war. Always we have
known that the uncivilized, the uncul-
tured, the barbarian, has tortured, killed,
and cruelly murdered defenseless prison-
ers taken captive in battle, but as man
emerged from the dark ages, from the
age of the brufe and the beast, when his
mind and conscience became awakened
to the needless and unjustified torture of
helpless captives, he progressed and ac-
corded to prisoners of war that humane
treatment which ought to be accorded
to those who have laid down their arms
and can no longer fight. Mr. President,
in the treatment of prisoners lies one of
the great advances of civilization; and
those peoples and nations which disre-
garded the civilized rules of decent and
honorable treatment of prisoners of war
and return again to the barbarous prac-
tices of the savage and the uncivilized,
demonstrate to the world that the mask
of civilization which they present is only
a mask and that the thin veneer with
which they cover their true natures is
stripped and laid aside at the first oppor-

tunity and they, the people who do tor-,

ture, kill, and starve their captives, are,
after all, no better than the ancestors of
men, who hundreds and thousands of
years ago practiced such savage and in-
human methods.

In the story of the three officers, the
eye-witnesses, which appears in the
newspapers this morning, Japan stands
forth in her true colors, as a brutal na-
tion of uncivilized, uncultured, treach-
erous and deceitful people, a mnation

_which, by its own cruelty, by its own
barbarism, and by its own treachery, has
forfeited any right to any association
with the civilized nations of the world.

For months I have been in contact with
members of the Bataan Relief Associa-
tion. Months ago one of the members
of that association prepared a statement
on the treatment of prisoners of war by
the Japanese, which I had told him I
would release to the public at the oppor-
tune time. There could be no more fit-
ting time than the present to read ver-
batim the statement which he prepared
last August. I submit his views now to
the Senate and to the country, and to
the Japanese as well, as the views of the
relatives and friends of prisoners cap-
tured by the Japanese. These are the
views not only of this man, but of all
the relatives and friends of prisoners
who were captured by the Japanese,
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Mr. President, I ask Senators to pay
particular attention to this statement,
which I read because it comes from a
man who has probably as deep concern
as it is possible for a man to have, as I
shall presently show. I now quote from
the statement of this man, a member of
the Bataan Relief Association:

Our enemies have made a most grievous
mistake—grievous for them. They have taken
for granted, most likely as the result of wish=-
ful thinking, that we Americans are soft.
Their greatest- error is their misconception
of what activates the motive of being soft,
according to their definition of the term. If
being the most humanitarian nation on
earth is being soft, then we are soft; if
extending a helping hand to an honorable
fallen foe is being soft, then, again, we are
goft, and if moving heaven and earth to
see that our fighting men receive humane
and dignified treatment from their captors,
should they become prisoners of war, is being
soft, then, most assuredly, we are soft,
and proud of the fact that we are so con-
stituted. We are mighty proud of having
these qualities of softness among our most
cherished possessions. Why? Because they
are the very essentlials of the highest degree
of modern civilization. No one, more than
that, no nation can hope to be considered
as even approaching the advanced stages of
high civilization unless it is endowed with
and abldes by these qualities,

It 1s obvious that, in their interpretation
of softness, our enemies have failed to realize
that we modern clvilized people have the
ability to combine humane treatment with
the grim determination to be tough—just as
tough as any occasion demands., If our foe
1s tough, we Americans are tougher, and if
our foe gets tougher, regardless of how far
he goes, we can be and are far more so, the
toughest of any nation on earth. Let our
foes beware, we are going to win this war.
Let their leaders beware, we are going to
mete out punishment in a degree correspond-
ing to the extent of their just desserts. That
is not vengeance; that Is justice.

Among Americans, we recognize no royalty.
Every son s entitled to and receives the same
degree of respect and affection as any other
son. Every son is a prince in his own house-
hold. We do not and will not recognize any
so-called divine right of kings. We do not
pay any attention to what other nations think
about this, as it is our prerogative to think
and act as we please in this and other matters,
such as dealing out justice. That is democ=-
racy. If the ruler of a foreign nation, regard-
less of whether he attains his position by
force, duly recognized processes of procedure,
or by inheritance, is considered as having the
final responsibility in the determination of
punishable acts of his subjects, then that
ruler must be and will be considered in the
punishment meted out for those acts, along
with his subjects who actually perform them.
He is just as guilty as they are and will be
treated -accordingly. It will be too late for
such a ruler, worshipful though he may have
been, to escape the falling leaves from the
tree of retribution, as scattered by the winds
of justice, which inevitably bring ignomini-
ous and dishonorable oblivion, It will be too
late that he may have been betrayed and dis-
honor heaped upon him by his own subjects
in the perpetration of acts of barbaric bru-
tality upon their helpless victims, It will be
too late to discover that he should have or-
dered that no such inhumane acts be commit-
ted. It was his civilized duty to do so in the
beginning and to see to it that he was cbeyed
even to the extent of demanding extreme
punishment for those guilty as the traitors
they would have been to him. Any act of
cruelty which he could have prevented, and
did not, he will be held fully responsible for,
while he will be fully compensated for all of
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his acts of kindness and mercy. Agaln, this
is not vengeance; this is modern civilized
Justice.

We American people have consistently and
insistently demanded that our prisoners of
war be treated according to the rules estab-
lished for their welfare among most civilized
nations. We will continue to so demand.
On the other hand, America, again in con-
formance with the rules of most modern
civilization, has always tempered justice with
mercy. If our boys and men have been prop-
erly cared for, then their captors need have
no fear; but, if they have not received every-
thing, including humane treatment, to which
they are entitled as the “princes" of Ameriea,
then whoever is responsible is going to pay
and pay in direct proportion with the proof of
his or their inhumanitarianism,

We American people are determined to see
that several things come to pass. We are
determimed to win this war as soon as possi-
ble, but, regardless of whatever it takes and
how long it takes, we will win it. We are also
determined that punishment shall be meted
out to those guilty of perpetrating this world-
wide attempt to destroy the very principles of
civilization in proportion to their degree of
responsibility and whoever they may be.

Finally, we are determined to see that lib-
erty, peace, and justice are reestablished and
permanently maintained throughout the
world with our fighting men and their com-
rades, who make it so, receiving the fullest
rewards and highest honors for their deeds of
valor and their sacrifices. It must be estab-
lished once and for all that nothing is too
good for our heroic fighting men, wherever
they may be. It must be firmly and perma-
nently proved that they have not fought,
bled, and died in vain. All of this we Ameri-
cans demand for our men and boys—our
“princes” of America.

I have not used the name of the man
who prepared the statement, because in
his last letter to me he requested me not
to do s0. 1In his letter of transmittal,
making the request, he concludes with
the following statement:

All T am trying to do is to be the kind of
an American God intended me to be. If it
(referring to the statement) will accomplish

anything by including it in the Rrcorp, by
all means do so,

I wish, Mr. President, I had not been
requested to refrain from using the name
of this man, because no person can feel
more deeply, or appreciate more fully,
the utter horror and desperation which
the story this morning reveals than he
and his good wife, because their own son
was among the 5,200 mentioned in the
newspapers today.

Mr, President, I want the Japanese
people to read and heed the words of one
American father whose son died a pris-
oner of the Japanese in the Philippines.
I want them to know that the cruel and
barbarous treatment accorded American
prisoners of war will not intimidate or
deter a single American soldier abroad,
or & single American at home. I want
them to know that for every indignity
and cruelty practiced and heaped upon
prisoners of war, the American will and
the American determination will only
grow stronger, and that when they, the
Japanese, speak of their determination
to fight a hundred years, I say to them
in behalf of every American, that this
country will fight a thousand years, if
necessary, to conclude and subdue a na-
tion which violates every rule of human-
ity, of decency, and of civilization. This
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shall be the answer of all America, and,
for that matter, for all the nations of the
civilized world, to this story of brutality

“and inhuman treatment of the defense-

less and helpless, :

‘We honor and respect a brave and
courageous enemy. We can sit down at
the peace table and work with the brave
and clvilized for a fair, just, and honor-
able peace. But, Mr. President, we can-
not treat with the barbarian or the sav-
age.

If Japan has any hope of a place in
the sun, if she has any desire to become
a civilized and cultured nation, fit to as-
sociate with the other nations of the
world, she must instantly reverse her
whole trend of warfare. She must sub-
scribe to, and practice without any devi-
ation whatever, all the rules of civilized
warfare, and all the rules laid down at
the Geneva Convention.

She must treat prisoners of war as we
treat prisoners of war. - Restrain them
from further combat duty, yes; that is

" in accord with the principles of warfare

conducted among civilized peoples. We
restrain those we capture and keep them
prisoners so they shall no longer engage
in combat against us, but we treat them
fairly, decently, and honorably. No
Japanese prisoners, no German prison-
ers, and no Italian prisoners of war will
receive anything at the hands of the
United Nations but just, fair, and decent
treatment. We demand from the enemy
that kind of treatment for our own sol-
diers.

Surely, Mr. President, there must be
in the Japanese Empire some Japanese
persons who sincerely desire to progress
and advance with the other civilized na-
tions of the world. There must be some
who would like to have commercial and
social contact with the other nations
when this cruel war is gnded. There
must be some who abhor the cruel and
barbarous practices of which we read to-
day. In those persons, if there be such,
lies the hope of the future of Japan.

The world can live without Japan;
Japan cannot live without the world.
If the short-sighted policies of the Japa-
nese war lords continue to prevail, and
if war is continued in the inhuman and
uncivilized manner with which the Japa-
nese have thus far conducted it from the
day of Pearl Harbor to the tragedy of
the “march of death,” and perhaps long
since, the civilized nations will have buf
one recourse, namely, to see that when
vietory comes, as it will eventually come
to the United Nations, the Japanese will
be forever isolated within the borders
and confines of their little islands, and
never again allowed any contact with
the outside world. Cruel and unchris-
tianlike does this sound? Not atf all. We
isolate all our own criminals at Alcatraz
and keep .them there for life. The
United Nations can isolate the Japanese
on their own islantls and keep them there
for life, or until that day arrives when
Japan voluntarily rencunces and forever
abandons the deceit, treachery, and in-
humanity of the savage and the bar-
barian. The future of Japan will lie in
her own hands; her own eonduct will
meake her own future. If she chooses to
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live by the sword, then by the grace of
God she shzall die by the sword.

Mr. President, I wish to say just one
more word. Recently, statements have
appeared in the press of the Nation
about a great movement for peace now—
a negotiated peace. In a speech one
of the leaders of that movement de-
clared publicly that the Japanese and
the Germans were no worse than the
British and the Americans. Let every

_person in this land read the story of the

torture and cruelty practiced .by the
Japanese, and then realize that there is
no peace now, there can be no peace
now, and that there will be no negotiated
peace, or any other kind of peace until
the enemies are defeated completely and
have unconditionally surrendered.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, in a
brief word I wish to associate myself with
other Members of this body, and with all
the people of the United States, in con-
demnation of the incredible acts of that
pagan outfit which calls itself the gov-
ernment in Japan.

For many years we have boasted in the
United States that it was a great ad-
miral of our Navy, Admiral Perry, in
1854, who removed the veil from Japa-
nese mystery and seclusion and opened
Japan to civilization and to the civilized
world. Acts such as those about which
we have read today make us doubt
whether Admiral Perry ever opened Ja-
pan to civilization or whether anybody
could under any conditions, over any
period of years, open up Japan to civili-
zation.

There are no words in the English lan-
guage in which the condemnation of
every patriotic and humane heart can be
clothed in expressing not simply resent-
ment, not simply indignation, but a
deep revulsion to the brutalities, the
cynicism, and the uiter indifference of
the Japanese Government to all the de-
cencies which are supposed to exist
among nations that are entitled to be-
long to the great family of nations.

We have heard a great deal about pun-'

ishment of those in Europe who have
perpetrated not.only the war but those
who have perpetrated ruthless murder.
We know that millions of Europeans
have been murdered by the Fascists and
the Nazis, not in warfare, not while in
the uniform of their country, but because
they belonged to one race or one religion
to which they had a right to belong and
to adhere.

‘We have not heard so much up to now
about the punishment, the personal and
physical punishment, of the war lords of
Japan. I am quite certain that neither
the American people nor any - other
people who inhabit any of the United Na-
tions nor any decent or self-respecting
people who inhabit any other nation,
even an enemy nation, will be satisfied
with anything less than the personal
punishment of those in Japan who have
been guilty ever since Pearl Harbor on
the Tth of December 1941, of the un-
speakable atrocities of which we have
heard and read.

‘When we have one by one taken from
Japan what she has stolen from other
nations, when we have driven her war

8

lords back into the war hatchery out of
which they have been spawned, I hope
that the United Nations will see to it by
every methed within their power, not
only as a punishment for the guilty but
as a warning to all future conduct of that
sort, that every one of those who have
been guilty of these atrocities will be
punished as if they had been caught red-
handed in murder upon the streets of any

of our cities and executed because of -

their criminal and bestial acts.

Mr. President, a small organization
from my own State which belonged to
and was a part of our National Guard or-
ganization from Harrodsburg, Ky., Mer-
cer County, and other sections but par-
ticularly Harrodsburg were caught on
Bataan. Some of them were killed be-
fore the surrender of Bataan. Those
remaining were taken prisoners. I have
sought information from the War De-
partment as to the identify of the 5,200
who have been murdered. I have not as
yet been able to ascertain their identity.
So, I am not able to say whether any of
those who were members of this partic-
ular organization are included as the vic-
tims of this unspeakable, incredible,
hellish atrocity of which we have heard
and read. As they are my friends and
neighbors, I would naturally hope that
they had been spared, but of course there
is no assurance of that. But if they had
been, every one of them, it would not
lessen my indignation and my resent-
ment and my feeling of personal oufrage
that members of milifary organizations
from any other State, who are just as
dear to us even as our own neighbors,
had been cruelly and brutally treated.
Their murder we resent and reproach
with the same fervor with which we re«
proach that of our own neighbors.

So far as I am concerned—and I be-
lieve the American people, if they could
all speak, would say the same thing—I
am impatient for the time to arrive when
retribution will be meted out to thess
heathens, these uncivilized pagans, these
brutes and beasts in the form of men,
and only in the form of men. We may
have to be patient until that hour arrives,
but it will arrive, Mr. President, as cer-
tainly as there is a God in heaven.

Somewhere in the Bible it is said,
“Vengeance is mine. I will repay, saith
the Lord”; but I do not think that quo-
tation had any reference to situations
such as those which face us as a result
of this Japanese horror. I think in that
respect we will help the Lord repay in
vengeance when the time arrives for us
to share in that responsibility, which we
will be glad to do.

For the moment that is all I have to
say.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I simply
wish to associate myself with the Sen-
ator from New Mexico [Mr. Hatca] and
the Senator from EKentucky [Mr., BARK~
LEY] in their denunciation of the infamy,
the outrage, and the unspeakable bru-
tality of the Japanese.

I hope, Mr. President, the day is not
far distant when our armed forces, to-
gether with those of the Chinese, the
Dutch, the Australians, the British, and,
when the time is ripe, the Russians, may

AL

RS b AL



872

hop directly to the islands and to the
heart of Japan and bomb and burn and
scorch them with fire and teach the
Japanese that war is indeed hell in all its
fury.

Mr. WHITE, Mr. President, I wish to
join with the majority leader, the Sena-
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BarxieY], the
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. HaTcH],
the Senator from Alabama [Mr, Hipl,

" and others who have expressed their hor-
ror at the news of this morning. The
President of the United States spoke of
December 7, 1941, as a day of treachery
and of infamy. The word which comes
to us today, through the press of Amer-
ica, is proof that the people of Japan
with whom we are at war have plunged
to new depths of barbarism. There is no
example in all the span of time of such a
degeneration and such a degradation of
a people. :

Mr. President, there is in this life a law
of compensation, rewards for things well
done, and a law of retribution for vio-
lence against the laws of man and the
laws of God. I join in the hope that ret-
ribution will come, not alone to the
Army, but to the authorities and to the
people of Japan, for their atrocities. I
hope retribution will come with a terrible
and swift sword, and fhat it will fall upon
all in that nation who are responsible for
the events of the last 2 years, culmi-
nating in this outstanding breach of
every human consideration.

Mr. RUSSELL. The story of the
brutal and inhuman treatment of help-
less prisoners of war in the Philippines
by the Japanese is indeed shocking to
anyone who has any civilized instincts,
However, I cannot say that this state-
ment of horrors, as terrible as it is, is in
ahy measure surprising to me. As
Members of the Senate know, it was my
privilege last summer to spend more
than 2 months in daily contact with the
men of our armed forces in a trip that
carried me to every front of this global
war.

Anyone visiting the men who are fight-
ing the war against Germany and then
moving into the theaters of conflict with
the Japanese will be impressed by the
striking contrast in the attitude of the
troops fighting against Germany as com-
pared with those who have been in action
against the Japs. The men who have
fought the Germans either from the air

or on the ground recognize them as a -

determined, a ruthless, and a resource-
ful enemy. Our men have made up their
minds to defeat Germany completely.
Each day they are tightening the coils
which are choking Germany into sub-
mission.

Everyone expects to see due punish-
ment meted out to those responsible for
the crimes which have been committed
by the Nazi leaders in Europe, but the at-
titude of our soldiers toward his enemy
in the field is more or less impersonal.
He is regarded as an enemy who is an
obstacle to victory, and those enemies
must either be killed or captured befcre
victory can be achieved.

Wherever I came in contact with the
American soldier who is facing the Jap,
whether in China or India or on the is-
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lands of the Pacific, a different attitude is
found from. that which prevails in
Europe. Every American soldier who
has seen service against the Japs is im-
bued with such a personal hatred for
all Japs that it is almost terrifying.

There is a simple reason for this, The
tales of brutality released today are not
all of those which must be written in the
Book of Doomsday for proper treatment
when the hour of retribution finally
comes and the Jap war lords are beaten
to their knees. The boys in Ching, in
India, on the islands of New Guinea and
Guadalecanal, and indeed everywhere the
Jap has been engaged in battle, have
their own stories of incredible cruelty,
some of them even surpassing in horror
those related in this statement. Nearly
every one of them has heard first-hand
accounts of comrades personally known
to them who were victims of Japanese
bestiality. These men from first-hand
contacts known that the Japs are brutish
beings without an instinet of humanity,
though in human form. The American
Indian was called a savage because of his
use of the scalping knife and the flery
stake, but he was a chivalrous cavalier
when compared to the Japs and their dia-
bolical metheds of torturing the sick, the
wounded, and the helpless who fall into
their hands,

If the Japanese thought to frighten us
with their barbarity, they have made a
grievous mistake, which will seal their
doom. These acts have only increased
the fighting spirit of our men, and
strengithened their determination to de-
stroy our enemies.

The hope has been expressed here that
when the victory is finally won the perpe-
trators of these atrocities will not be per-
mitted to escape, but that they will be
punished for their
Senators need not worry about these
crimes being forgotten or forgiven. The
men who have carried the battle to the
Japs and know the extent of their cruelty
will not let us forget or forgive. They
will demand vengeance for the blood of
their comrades, an eye for an eye and a
tooth for a tooth with compound interest.

The American people will not forget
or forgive these arch criminals, even in
the joy which will accompany the day of
peace. We are slow to anger, but the
heart and conscience of the American
people are so shocked that the cry for
vengeance will not still until punishment
commensurate with the crime has been
visited upon the guilty. To do less would
be a breach of faith with the heroes of
Bataan who fell in the “March of D=ath.”
Without proper punishment for the in-
famous beheading of the fliers who
bombed Tokyo, neither the soul of those
heroes nor the conscience of the Amer-
ican people could ever be at peace, Pun-
ishment must be had for every drop of

‘blood from the veins of American pris-

oners, including the wounded and sick,
who have been bayoneted or beaten while
helpless to defend themselves, We owe
this to the memory of those who have
died for us on the far-flung fronts of the
Pacific. We owe it to those who will re-
turn bearing the scars of the wounds

Y
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sustained in our defense. To. do less
would dishonor us as a people.

Not only does eternal justice demand
retribution and vengeance for these-
crimes; but, Mr, President, we have a re-
sponsibility to the future. The surest
way to assure a permanent peace on
earth is to make such an example of the
brutal and barbarous war lords of Japan
thai in the future the memory of that
example will deter criminals of similar
bent for a thousand years from the per-
petration of such inhuman acts.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I should
like to associate myself with the minority
leader and the majority leader and other
Senators who have spoken about the ter-
rible news conveyed to us this morning.

The attack on Pearl Harbor united
America in a determination to enter the
war. The atrocities just reported unite
America today in a determination to con-
tinue and to win the war, as nothing else
could have done. They unite us in a de-
termination to fight the war to complete
victory in both hemispheres.

Mr, President, this year, 1944, is the
critical year of our generation, We can
win in this year, or next, or whenever vic-
tory comes, only through united, hard
work, united service on the front lines,
in the factories, on the farms, in the
homes, and in the Congress, wherever
we may be. If we are to carry out our
obligation, we must lift our daily work at
home and here above party, above
prejudice, above personalities, If we are
to win with a spirit that is worthy of
those who serve in the front lines, we
must win in a spirit of unity.

‘We properly dedicate ourselves, there-
fore, to the winning of the war. But we
dedicate ourselves also to something
more—to a just and a lasting and a living
peace following the war. We will no’ be
doing our duty adequately to the men
who fight and win the war unless after
the war is won it shall stay won. It is
only thus that a repetition of what has
just happened in this war can be pre-
vented.

Mr. President, there must be a leader-
ship that will draw us and draw all man-
kind forward, so that such a thing will
not happen again, and so there may be
an enduring peace. What we need at
this time is a deep faith in our God and
a deep faith in the men and the purposes
of America. Such a faith, widely shared,
will make it impossible for such acts as
those just reported to happen again.
Such a faith, translated into action, is
the necessary foundation of peace on
earth.

America is a nation created for service
to God and man. Our generation owes it
to its forefathers and to its descendants
alike to make that purpose secure. It is
for us, with the quiet and invincible faith
of those who have gone before, and of
those who believe deeply in God and
man, to dedicate ourselves anew to the
purposes of America, that she and her
purposes and ideals may endure now
and forever. .

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, I do
not care to take the time of the Senate,
but I have listened to the remarks made
by the distinguished acting minority
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leader and the distinguished Senator
from Ohio [Mr, BurToN], as well as sev-
eral of our associates on the other side
of the aisle. I join with them in every-
thing they say about the ouirages per-
petrated by Japan. Itisashocking thing
to the American people to know what
actually occurred. I join with them in
condemning these atrocities as savagery
and barbarism of the worst sort. Let me
call the attention of the Senate and
of the country as a whole to the fact
that in 1937, when I joined with another
Senator, a Democrat, Senator Berry of
Tennessee, in trying to prevent the ship-
ment of scrap iron and steel to Japan,
material which has since been used in
killing innocent Chinese and in killing
American boys, this administration, then
in power, opposed such legislation be-
cause they indicated that they did not
want to offend Japan. I warned then
what might occur, but my warning
reached only deaf ears.

- Let me also call atiention to the fact
that down through the years, at the time
of the sinking of the Panay and other
incidents, when I urged a firm and
realistie attitude, the same position was
taken by this administration—they did
not want to offend Japan.

I also call attention to the fact that
just a few months ago, when I offered
an amendment to cut the appropriation
for the Relocation Authority for caring
for the Japanese in this country, which
amendment was adopted by the Senate
with the support of both Republicans
and Democrats, this cut was knocked out
in conference, and the excuse given was,
“We don’t want to offend Japan or give
Japan excuses. The Japs are savages
and torture for enjoyment. They have
in the past, and they will continue.”

Mr. President, it is about time that the
sadministration and the people of this
country should approach this problem
from @& realistic point of view. We are
shocked, we are horrified, at what has
happened; but we know it has been going
on for some time. When the cut in ap-
propriations to which I referred was
under consideration, the misdeeds and
outrages which have now been made
public had already occurred, and many
of us knew in a general way about them.
So let us approach things from a realistic
point of view from now on. Let us face
the situation that confronts Americans
who are prisoners of the Japs.

Mr. President, I agree with every Sen-
ator present that Japan as a nation
should be wiped off the face of the earth,
and that those who committed the out-
rages should be called to account. What
the Japs have done is inhuman, and we
must pledge ourselves fo deal with them
accordingly., But it is sad to think that
some leaders have catered to the Japs
in the past and others generally have
countenanced this attitude on behalf of
our Government toward Japan. I say
to the Senate that if we had had
courageous and realistic persons in cer-
tain positions of importance over the
-years past Japan perhaps might never
would have gotten into the position of
being able to wage the war as she has
and in turn to commit the oufrages she
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has committed in the past few months
and years.

Mr. President, I am glad our eyes are
all opened today, and so let us as a United
Nation, regardless of political party,
pledge ourselves to wage this war as an
American people and Nation until this
inhuman treatment inflicted upon de-
fenseless American prisoners of war in
violation of all international rules be
avenged. Let us not stop until we are
in Tokyo and the persons responsible
for these outrages pay the penalty.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Mr. President, in my
opinion, if there ever was a day in Ameri-
can history when there should be abso-
lute unity in the Congress of the United
States, it is today. After reading of the
atrocities described in this morning’s
newspapers, it seems to me there should
be not the slightest indication of dis-
unity today, but we should be united—
all of us. I regret that anything which
even smacks of disunity should be pro-
nounced today.

While I am on my feet, Mr. President,
and in line with the eloguent statements
made by the majority leader, the Senator
from Kentucky [Mr, BarRkLEY]; the mi-
nority leader, the Senator from Maine
[Mr, WaiTe]l; the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Harcul, the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. BurToN], and the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RusserL], I wish to say that
I am convinced that the barbarians of
Japan suffer from the delusion that the
rising sun is a protective charm over their
lives and island empire, and that so long
as the sun rises over Japan nothing
harmful can happen to them. Itisprob-
ably the same kind of charm that we
read of in Macheth. But to the Japanese
people, to the Japanese war lords, to
Tojo and Hirohito, I say, “Despair thy
charm” because some day—and I hope
it will be in the not too distant future—
a morning will come when the sun will
not rise on Japan. The Japanese people
will know that a miracle has happened.
They will know that their doom has come,
for in place of the rising sun they will
see the sky fill with clouds of American
airplanes in such number, and piloted
by Americans of such skill and courage,
Ahat the entire sun will be blotted out.
On that morning the sun will not rise on
Japan, and the bombs that will drop from
those American planes will wreak a ven-
geance on Japan which will satisfy every
mother’s and every father’s heart which
has been wrung today by reading of the
fiendish atrocities which have been com-
mitted on our defenseless sons in the
Asiatic and Pacific theaters of war.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. HATCH. I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of executive
business.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
CLELLAND in the chair) laid before the
Senate a message from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations in the Army, which was re-
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ferred to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

(For nominations this day received, see
the end of Senate proceedings.)

EXECUTIVE *REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, from the
Committee on Naval Affairs:

Capt. Joseph J. Clark, United States Navy,
to be a rear admiral in the Navy, for tempo-
rary service, to rank from the 23d day of
April 1943.

By Mr. MCKELLAR, from the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads:

Several postmasters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no further reporis of committees, the
clerk will state the nominations on the
calendar,

FOREIGN SBERVICE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of John Campbell White, of New
York, to be Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiary of the United States
of America to Peru. =

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominitions of postmasters.

Mr, HATCH. I ask that the nomina-
tions of postmasters be confirmed en
bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Without
objection, the postmaster nominations
are confirmed en bloc.

Without objection, the President will
be immediately notified of the nomina-
tions this day confirmed.

That completes the Executive Calen-

ar.
% RECESS TO MONDAY

Mr. HATCH. As in legislative session,
I move that the Senate take a recess un-
til 11 o’clock Monday next.

The motion was agreed to; and (af
2 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until Monday, January
31, 1944, at 11 2. m.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate January 28 (legislative day of
January 24), 1944:

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR
ArMY OF THE UNITED STATES
TO ADJUTANT GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT
Lt. Col. Philip Doddridge, Infantry (tempo=
rary colonel), with rank from November 29,
1940,
TO CORPS OF ENGINEEES
Becond Lt. John Edward Fritz, Coast Artil-
lery Corps (temporary major), with rank from
July 1, 1942.
TO INFANTRY
First Lt. Frederick Grinnell White, Coast
Artillery Corps (temporary major), with rank
from June 11, 1843.
PROMOTIONS IN THEE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED BTATES
MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonels
Lt. Col. Joseph Francis Gallagher, Medical
Corps, with rank from February 8, 1944,
Lt. Col, John Murray Welch, Medical Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from Febru-
ary 9, 1944,



required by law.
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Lt. Col. Harry Aloysius Bishop, Medlcal
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
February 9, 1944.

Lt. Col. Luther Remi Moore, Medical Corps
‘(temporary colonel), with rank I}'om Febru-
ary 27, 1944,

To be captains

First Lt. Percy Hall Sutley, Medical Corps
(temporary major), with rank from Septem-
Pber 6, 1943,

First Lt. Otto Albert Wurl, Medical Corps
(temporary major), with rank from February
10, 1044,

First Lt. Raymond Lancing Pendleton, Med-
ical Corps (femporary captain), with rank
from February 28, 1944.

DENTAL CORPS
To be colonels
Lt. Col. Thomas Floyd Davis, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from Febru-
ary 4, 1944, .
Lt. Col. John Nelson White, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from Febru-

. William Ferdinand Scheumann,
Dental Corps (temporary colonel), with rank
from February T, 1944.

Lt. Col, Campbell Hopson Glascock, Dental
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
February 7, 1944,

Lt, Col. William Frederic Wieck, Dental
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
February 7, 1944.

PHARMACY CORPS
To be captains

First Lt. George Henry Wilson, Pharmacy
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
February 18, 1944, subject to examination
required by law.

First Lt. Ernest Willlam Bye, Pharmacy

Corps (temporary captain), with rank from |

February 18, 1944, subject to examination
required by law.

First Lt. John Valdo Painter, Pharmacy
Corps (temporary major), with rank from
February 18, 1944, subject to examination

CHAPLAINS
To be colonel
Chaplain (Lt. Col.) Frank Pearson Mac-
Kengie, United States Army, with rank from
February 28, 1944,
To be captains
Chaplain (First Lt.) James Joseph Mec-
(temporary
major), with rank from January 17, 1944,
Chaplain (First Lt.) Harold Francis Dono-
van, United States Army (temporary major),
with rank from February 3, 1914.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate January 28 (legislative day of
January 24), 1944:

FOREIGN SERVICE

John Campbell White, to be Ambassador
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Peru.

POSTMASTERS
COLORADO
Glenn F. Frost, Henderson,
IOWA

Btanley G. Douglas, Alden.

Mary Conway, Cylinder,

Emil H. Engel, Dixon.

Georgetta B. Dolezal, Elberon.

Albert C. Oetzmann, Eldridge,

William Molloy, Galva,

Ray A. Fox, Hampton.

Mabel I. Olson, Hanlontown.

Lucille M. Wright, Linden.

Frank L. Ratliff, Lynnville.

Marshall D. Thomson, Oakville,

Jessle W. Hart, Webb.
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MAINE
Myrtle 8. Hardy, Freedom,
NEVADA

William Harold Morgan, Yerington.

NEW YORE
DeVerne A. Lewls, Canastota.
Thomas M. Townsend, Carmel.
Anson A, La Roue, Harrisville.
Mary A. Jerman, Houghton,
Frances D, McClenon, Jamesville.
Joseph L. McKernan, Lake Ronkonkoma,
William J. Devitt, Montgomery.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Fripay, JANUARY 28, 1944

The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore, Mr. McCORMACK.

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before
the House the following communication
which was read:

JANUARY 28, 1944,

I hereby designate the Honorable Jorn W.
McCorMAck to act as Speaker pro tempore
today.

SAM RAYBURN.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O God of the morning and Father of
the night, we praise Thee for Thy kingly
salutation which comes ringing down the
ages like a melody from other spheres.
It has ravished the hearts and strength-
ened the souls of men and lifted them
above the dungeon and the rack., In the
present dimness of human history, we
pray that America with her wealth, pride,
and splendor may make them a com-
plete remedy for the monster cruelties in
the breast of this world. How difficult,

O God, but Thou dost direct us to love

the unloving and to know that life is good
by doing good.

Many things are transient and are
passing away, yet there is a blossoming
in the wilderness untouched and un-
smitten by the iniquities of men. By
faith and by hope enable us to hold fast
to Thee, devoutly waiting for Thy dis-
closures. Bestow upon us Thine in-
vincible patience and give us a strong,
active wisdom in our ministrations. May
we be gathered together in unity, in de-
sire, and in common labor for the honor
of our great name. Grant that we may
not permit pagan savagery to work havoc
with our self-control and magnanimity;
may we never be paralyzed by disorder or
impoverished by lack of confidence and
allow no time or strength to be wasted.
Help us to approach all problems with
thought and quietness and Thine shall be
the glory, Through Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. BULWINELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today it adjourn to meet on
Monday next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. Bur-
WINKLE]?

There was no objection.
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. EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp in two instances
and in one to include a resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. CocHRAN]?

There was no objection.

JAPANESE ATROCITIES

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts®* Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my own remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the. request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs,
RocErs]1?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr
Speaker, the Army and Navy Depart-
ments have lifted the ban on the story
of the atrocities by Japan committed on
our American and Filipino prisoners so
the world knows what Japan has done
in its barbaric treatment of our prison-
ers. No civilized nation would do this.
Mr. Speaker, I believe that Japan as a
nation should be annihilated and should
not be allowed to function as a nation
again,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman from Massa-
chusetts has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the REcorp and
to include therein a letter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. EpwIN ARTHUR
HaLLl? '

There was no ohjection.

Mr. ROBINSON - of TUtah. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
McCormack] may be permitted to extend
his own remarks in the REcorp and fo in-
clude therein a letter dated January 24,
1944, signed by John H. Fay.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Utah [Mr. RosINson]?

There was no objection.

AIR MAIL FROM OUR SOLDIERS

Mr. COLE of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute and to revise and extend my own
remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
chjection to the request of the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. CoLE]?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
there has been much discussion lately
about the time required to get ballots to
and from the soldiers. In this morning’s
mail I received an air-mail letter from a
soldier who is now serving in China. Of
course, I do not know where in China he
is located, but I do know that a short.
time ago he was in India.

This letter is postmarked “United
States Army Postal Service, A. P. O. 6217,
January 18, 1944 It took 10 days for
it to come from his location in China to
my office in Washington, D. C.
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In case any of you would like to check
on where this soldier is serving, his name
is Corp. Ben W. Morse. His number is
37494806, Twenty-fifth AACS, A. P. O.
627, care Postmaster, New York, and I
shall be pleased to have anyone inter-
ested examine this letter at any time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman has expired.

JAPANESE ATROCITIES

Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. May]1?

There was no objection,

Mr., MAY. Mr. Speaker, at midnight
last night a commentator at Station
WINX called me to the telephone and
asked that I listen to the radio broadcast
of a report made by the Army and Navy
of the United States with respect to the
maltreatment of our prisoners in the
Philippine Islands. To my mind that
conduct of the militarists of Japan ought
to reach the pulse and the feeling of re-
sentment of every American.

That story ought to be told in every
hamlet, and it ought to be included in
the CowcressioNanL Recorp and distrib-
uted widely throughout this country. In
my judegment, there is nothing in re-
corded history, not even in the Dark Ages,
that will even imitate the atrocious con-
duect of this mob of savages with which
we are engaged in war. I favor the mo-
bilization of every possible unit of the
fleets we have and the immediate starting
of a movement toward an assault upon
Tokyo; and at the end of it, let it be un-
derstood that it is blown out of existence.

GOVERNOR EARL WARREN OF
CALIFORNIA

Mr.J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my remarks and include therein
an article from Time Magazine.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from California?

There was no objection.

[Mr, J. Leroy Jonnson addressed the
House, His remarks appear in the Ap-
pendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
include therein an article by Walter Lipp-
mann about the Bolivian matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Texas?

There was no objection,

EMPLOYMENT OF RETURNING SOLDIERS

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend my remarks.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. 1Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Ickes, ac-
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cording to a news item in the January 27
Washington Evening Star, has told the
President of a blueprint which he has

"drawn up for a public-works program

for employing returning soldiers. Is
this—politically made work—to be the
reward for the sacrifices our soldiers are
making? Are our soldiers to be disillu-
sioned by learning that while they were
away from their country, fighting and
dying to save it, that their opportunity
for free employment was destroyed?

Is this not slave labor which Mr. Ickes
is promising to our returning soldiers?
Can it be imagined that men whose free
employment has been destroyed by the
curse of politics and who have been
forced thereby to accept employment
such as Mr. Ickes suggests are anything
but slaves of the State? I declare this
is not what our soldiers are fighting for.
They are entitled to something better
than this when they return fo their
homeland. They are entitled to be free-
men and to have free employment where
they can enjoy the fruits of their own
labor and not be regimented into a labor
army by the state.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp and include
therein an article from the Crisfield
(Md.) Times.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Virginia?

There was no objection.

(Mr. AxpErsoN of California asked and
was given permission to extend his own
remarks in the Recorp.)

Mr. THOMASON, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include there-
in a letter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Texas?

There was no objection.

JAP ATROCITIES

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Connecticut?

There was no objection.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, the atrocities announced last
night in a joint statement from our War
and Navy Departments perpetuated by
the Japanese against American and Fili-
pino soldiers will arouse the American
people as they have never been aroused
before.

I am cutting the story out of the
Washington Post of this morning and
will have it placed on the walls of my
office. Anyone who tries to talk to me
about negotiated peace or peace now,
will be requested to read that story. Ex-
tracts from this authenticated account
of Jap brutalities should make an exeel-
lent reply to those on the home front
who feel that they are suffering undue
hardships.

I am at a loss for adequate words to
express my true feelings toward those

-
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who subjected 12,000 Americans and
Filipinos to such brutality. Our answer
must be a renewed and greater effort to
bring about complete annihilation of the
Japanese Empire. We on the home
front can make answer in part by buying
at least one more War bond this week
than we thought we were going to bhe
able to buy.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr,. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include there-
in resolutions adopted by the Warren
F. Hoyle Post, No. 82, of the American
Legion, in my district.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
include therein an editorial by and a
letter from Mr, L. F. Reid, publisher of
the Renville Star Farmer, of Renville,
Minn., having to do with the poll tax and
the ballot.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask._
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Wooprurr] be per-
mitted to extend his own remarks in the
Recorp and include therein some resolu-
tions passed by the Republican confer-
ence with reference to the death of Mr.
Ditter. 3

The SPEAKER prd tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Michigan? ;

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr, Speaker, I fur-
there ask unanimous consent to extend
my own remarks in the Recorp and in-
clude therein an editorial.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and include there-
in a resolution adopted by the St. Louis
County Bankers' Association.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. D’ALESANDRO. Mr. Speaker, T
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and include there-
in an article appearing in the Baltimore
Catholic Review, and further to extend
my remarks and include an editorial from
the Baltimore Morning Sun on the sol-
diers’ vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp in two instances,
in one to include an editorial, and in the
otlger to include a brief Associated Press
article.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from California?
There was no objection,
PERIMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that on Monday next, at
the conclusion of the legislative pro-

gram of the day and following any spe-

cial orders heretofore entered, the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. FOLGER]
be permitied to address the House for 15
minutes.

The SFEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. OUTLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. OUTLAND. Mr. Speaker, in time
of national emergency such as we are
now going through, the American peo-
ple turn to their Congress for leadership
and for guidance more than is the case
in normal times. They look to us for
intelligent, calm advice, free from pas-

‘sion and prejudice. We have the heavy

responsibility of weighing tremendous is-
sues, issues which will certainly affect
the lives of not only the Americans of
this generation, but those of generations
yet to come.

In this time of crisis it is up to us to
set the example for others in justice, in
fair play, and in encouraging a national
rather than a sectional point of view.
What must the American people think
when they read that our President has
been denounced and his family unjustly
mocked on the floor of this House? What
must they think about our American
jdeals when we devote time here for dis-
cussion of things which only serve to cre-
ate additional disunity; such things as
religious differences, racial differences,
economic differences? These things
should be minimized at all times in a
democratic society; in time of war they
must be. I sincerely hope, and I know
that the great majority of the Members
on both sides of the aisle join with me in
hoping that in the future we can keep
such petty and personal prejudices out
of our discussion here, and devote our
undivided attention to the tremendous
issues that are facing us.

BSOLDIER-VOTE BILL

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Idaho?

There was no objection.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, a few
days ago the President, in his letter to
Congress, took a great deal of pleasure
in pointing out that Public Law 712 of
the Seventy-seventh Congress did not
stimulate soldier voting, and that only

- about 28,000 of them took advantage of

that particular law. I should like to

quote briefly from a dispatch which ap-

peared in the New York Times of Sep-

tember 8, 1942, as follows:

STIMSON FOR LIMITING OF SOLDIER-VOTE BILL—
AGAINST APPLICATION ABROAD AS MILITARY IM=-
PEDIMENT : %2
WASHINGTON, September 7.—Secretary Stim-

son, in a letter to Representative Hosss, asked

today that the soldiers’ and sailors’ absentee
voting bill, now pending, be made to apply

to only the forces in the United States and
Alaska.

Mr. Stimson said the War Department ap-
proved in principle the granting of a vote to
every soldier and sallor, but he contended
that the shipment of ballots and the han-
dling of voting among units oversgas would
“impede military functions” and might pro-
vide a means for the enemy to gather vital
secret information.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio.
will the gentleman yield?
Mr. DWORSHAK, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.
. Mr. BROWN of Ohio. That was in
reference to the bill that was passed by
this Congress prior to the 1942 election?
Mr, DWORSHAK. Yes.

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

Mr. WEIES rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For
what purpose does the gentleman from
Pennsylvania rise?

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a
point of personal privilege. Also, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and include an edi-
torial from the Times-Herald.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state his point. of per-
sonal privilege. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

Mr., RANKIN. What is the request?

Mr. WEISS. It is an editorial from
the Timer-Herald in regard to a sports
hall of fame.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the unanimous consent re-
quest that the gentleman revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include an edi-
torial?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state his point of per-
sonal privilege.

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, there ap-
peared in an Associated Press report yes-
terday or the day before the following
article: °

Representative SamuerL A. Weiss (Demo-
crat), of Pennsylvanla, declared last night:
“If the (Washington) grand jury that in-
dicted 30 for traitorous acts recenfly had
gone another step they would have indicted
three Members of Congress."” Representa-
tive Weiss did- not identify the Congressmen.

In an address before the Temple Men's
Club, Werss termed “blocs fighting for self-
ish ends” within Congress as constituting
the biggest obstacle to prosecution of the

Mr. Speaker,

war, and added, “certain blocs in Congress
are a hotbed of fasclsm.” .

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that there is no quo-
rum present. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently there is no quorum present.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I move
a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.
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The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their

names.
[Roll No. 14]

Anderson, Gathings Magnuson

N. Mex. Gavin Mansfield,
Baldwin, Md.  Gerlach Mont.
Baldwin, N. Y, Gifford Marcantonio
Barry Gillette Merritt
Bates, Mass, Gillie Morrison, La.
Bell Grant, Ind. Morrizon, N. C,
Bender Green Murphy
Bolton Hall, Murray, Tenn.
Bradley, Mich, Leonard W, Myers
Bradley, Pa. Halleck Norton
Brooks Harness, Ind O'Leary
Brumbaugh Hébert O'Toole
Buckley Heffernan Peterson, Ga.
Burchill, N. ¥, Hess Pleifer
Busbey Hobbs Philbin
Byrne Hoch Poulson
Canfield Holmes, Mass, Pracht
Capozzoll Hope Ramspeck
Carlson, Kans., Horan Rees, Eans,
Celler Jackspn Rockwell
Chapman Jeffrey Satterfield
Cole, N. Y. Jennings Scanlon
Cullen Johnson, Ward Scott
Cunningham Jones Scrivoner
Curley Jonkman Sheridan
Dawson Kee Bimpson, Pa
Dewey Eelley Slaughter
Dickstein Kennedy Somers, N. Y,
Dingell Eeogh Treadway
Domengeaux EKirwan Troutman
Douglas Kleberg Vursell
Durham Klein Wasielewskl
Elliott Enutson Wene
Engle, Calif, Lambertson West
Fay ‘Lane ‘Whelchel, Ga.
Feighan Luce ‘White
Fellows Ludlow ‘Wilson
Fernandez Lynch Winter
Folger McGehee ‘Wolcott
Ford McLean Wolfenden, Pa.
Gallagher Maas
Gamble Madden

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this
roll call 302 Members have answered to
their names. A quorum is present.

Further proceedings, under the call,
were dispensed with.

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mc-
Cormack). The Chair has read the news
item referred to by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Weissl. The Chair
feels it raises a matter of personal
privilege.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is
recognized.

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
say that I was not responsible for this
quorum call. I was satisfied to speak to
the group who were assembled here.

I have been charged by my colleague
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Rankin]l with statements purported to
have been made by me in an address in
Cleveland, Ohio, that appeared in cer-
tain newspapers. The charges made by
my colleague are serious ones, and they
directly affect my integrity and that of
this legislative body.

Mr, Just a minute; I did
not charge the gentleman with anything.
I asked him if he made those statements,
I did not charge him with making them.
I asked him if he did make them,

Mr. WEISS. The gentleman heard
my reply on the floor.

Mr. RANKIN, Iunderstand,butIdid
not charge the gentleman with making
them; I asked if he made those state-
ments,

Mr. WEISS. The gentleman heard
my reply yesterday on the floor, and I
pleaded with you to permit me’ to reply
and you refused.
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I delivered an extemporaneous speech,
My subject was, Congress—the War and
Peace. I began with the lend-lease hill,
the repeal of the Neufrality Act, the ex-
tension of the Selective Service Act, and
so forth. Not wishing to rely on my
memory alone in dealing with the laws
referred to I had the Library of Con-
gress prepare a digest of the laws passed
or considered since I came to this Con-
gress. I referred to prepared notes and
am willing to submit them to any Mem-
ber of the House to read. There were
some 20 cards of notes with factual data
referring in detail to every vote on major
bills and votes on appropriations giving
exact amounts which I discussed at this
forum.

Let us analyze the article referred to
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr,

_Rangan] that appeared in the newspaper.
I am quoted as stating:

Labels Congress the worst obstacle to the

successful prosecution of the war.

This statement I deny I ever made in
my discussion at Cleveland. I did, how-
ever, state this:

Bubsidies are one of the most vital issues
now confronting the Congress affecting the
living conditions of 120,000,000 American
people; that soon the extension of credit to
C. C. C. will expire and Congress has taken
no action because a powerful farm bloc Is
bitterly opposed to subsidies; that I main-
teined that if subsidies are banned, prices
will skyrocket within a period of 6 months.
‘There will be thousands of demands from
labor groups for wage increases and I would
support them. With wages chasing prices,
inflation, a deadly enemy of our economy,
will be upon us. Further, I maintained a
ban on subsidies will do more to hinder the
successful prosecution of the war than any
other understaking by the Congress.

During the course of the forum in
answer to a gquery I informed my audi-
ence that contrary to the beliefs and
statements of the dictators that democ=
racy was decadent and unable to func-
tion in an emergency; I informed them
that Congress within an hour voted a
declaration of war with Japan with only
one opposing vote; that we likewise voted
similar resolution against Germany
and Italy without any objection or oppo-
sition. . Congress, rising to the same de-
gree of non-partisanship and statesman-
ghip, authorized appropriations totaling
$295,152,690,661.22 up to the end of the
first session of the Seventy-eighth Con-
gress to aid in the successful prosecution
of the war.

The newspaper further quoted me as
stating:

If the Washington grand jury that indicted
80 for traitorous acts recently had gone an-
other step they would have indicted three
Members of the Congress.

The above statement was never made
by me or anyone in my behalf, nor did I
ever authorize anyone to make such a
dastardly statement.

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that the
Associated Press reporter admitted to me
thet they had no one present at the
meeting—they got the information from
another newspaper report.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Pennsylvania yield for
the purpose of a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr, WEISS, I would rather complete
my statement, but will be glad to yield
later.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is prepared to rule on the point
of order.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is
speaking on a question of personal privi-
lege, answering certain statements made
in the press, and defending his position.
The Chair thinks that thus far the gen-
tleman has complied with the rules.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
may proceed.

Mr. WEISS. There is a further quota-
tion in the newspaper report:

Certain blocs in Congress are a hotbed for
fascism,

I vehemently deny making that state-
ment. It was not made by me in my
Cleveland address nor was it ever made
by me at any place or at any time.

I want to read here some telegrams
sent me by some of the finest citizens of
Cleveland:

You were quoted as saying that Congress
was g hotbed of Fascists and that three Mem-
bers of Congress should be indicted by the
grand jury. I attended this meeting of the
Men's Club and know that this statement is
untrue.

L. C. Haas,
Cleveland Heights, Ohio.

I was present at the meeting of the Temple
Men’s Club on January 25 and did not hear
you make any statement that Congress was
& hotbed of fascism or that three Members
of Congress should be indicted.

HErMAN S. MESHORER,

I heard tonight you accused of saylng at
meeting of the Men's Club here Tuesday
that Congress was a hotbed of fascism and
that the grand jury should indict several
Members. I was present during your talk
and certainly don't recall you saying those

things.
JOE HARTZMARK.

Listened to your address at Men's Club
meeting Tuesday evening. Did not hear you
make reported statements that Congress was
hotbed of fascism.

LesTer COLBERT.

I have many other telegrams here from
prominent men who were present and
heard me and they all say that no such
statement or inference was made which
would lead the membership to believe
that Sam Weiss had said that Congress
was a hotbed of fascism.

As I stated on this floor yesterday, any
individual who would make a statement
of that nature is certainly not worthy of
the trust placed in him, nor would he be
worthy of the privilege of sitting in these
Hzlls of Congress.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WEISS. When I complete my
statement I shall be glad to yield.

I am pleased to state that these col-
leagues of mine who know me best say
they have never heard me use the word
“fascism” in debate, in forum discussion,
or in any of my remarks or speeches. I
have never make such a reference. The
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word itself, while an obsession with some
pecple, is not an expression of mine.

The meeting in Cleveland was an open
forum, and during the discussion my
opinion was asked concerning Congress-
woman BorLroN and also Congressman
FeigEaNn. I had nothing but highest
praise for both Representatives. Later,
in informal discussien, I also commented
on the excellent representation given
Ohio by Congressimen RoOwE, BENDER, and
Crosser. I informed the group that
Congressman RoOWE'S brother was a
United Mine Worler, and that Congress-
man Rowe, together with Congressman
BENDER, were real friends of the workers.

May I say to my colleague—very
humbly—that I have been in public life
for over 10 years. My first venture into
public service was as a member of the
Pennsylvania State Legislature. I was
the first persen of my faith ever elected
to that office from my district; also, I
am the first person of my faith ever to
be elected to the Congress of the United
States from this same district. My con-
stituency of some 350,000 people, with
less than 5,000 of my faith, is an under-
standing and American-spirited group
of people. I am proud of my heritage
and they know it. They also know of
my athletic background and that, as a
football official, my integrity at the high
schools, colleges, and in the cities
throughout this Nation -where I have
officiated has never been questioned.
And I do not propose to change my
course of living at this late stage of
the game.

I am an immigrant lad, but I love my
country just as dearly as does the gen-
tleman from Mississippi. I am a Jew
and proud of my heritage, but nothing
transcends my love for my country, the
country that guarantees to all of us free-
dom of religion, to worship as we desire
to meet the needs of our souls, freedom
of the press, and freedom of speech. No
individual or group in this country, in-
cluding the gentleman from Mississippi,
has any priorities on America or its
priceless freedom. All of us trace our
heritage to some foreign source, includ-
ing the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WEISS. I will yield later, gladly.

Mr. RANKIN. Why does the gentle-
man continue to raise the race gquestion?
; Mr, WEISS. I will be happy to yield
ater,

The pioneers of this land, the Pil-
grims, Puritans, Huguenots, the Catho-
lics, and the Jews, driven from their
homes in foreign lands because of intoler-
ance and persecution, built on thesze
shores a shrine of liberty—which is now
being threatened by the forces of dicta-
torship.

Day in and day out we hear Members
of Congress and the press of the country
clamer for national unity—our only
hope for preserving the freedoms we en-
joy. These freedoms and the liberties
guaranteed by the Constitution in the
Bill of Rights are threatened today by
enemies from within who are just as
dangerous as any of those from without.
Those Americans within our gates who
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are spreading falsehoods and arousing
suspicion against racial and religious
groups in the hope of dividing our Na-
tion into hostile groups, are playing the
game with Hitler and his Axis partners.
They seek to create confusion and panic
so that America may be impotent in the
event of attack from without. Like the
" fifth columnists, this is a new weapon of
modern warfare. Freedom is our her-
itage. To defend freedoni is our duty.

Certainly there is no one in this Con-
gress opposed to the free expression of
any of its Members on any vital issues af-
fecting the couniry—even if one must
at times criticize a fellow colleague of the
House.

I cherish the friendships made in the
House and I shall always respect the
opinion of my colleagues even though I
may disagree with it. To repeat the
words of Voltaire, “I do not agree with a
word that you say, but I will defend to the
death your right to say it.”

I feel certain this includes the right
to fair criticism with supporting factual
data in order to aid in crystallizing hon-
est public opinion among the American
people.

While all America cries for national
unity, I urge the gentleman from Mis-
sippi to memorize and heed the following
pledge adopted by the Catholics, Protes-
tants, and Jews at the National Confer-
ence of Christians and Jews in New York
City in 1938:

Beneath the torch of liberty,

‘We pledge as one, although we're three,
To keep from this democracy
Intolerance and bigotry.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. WEISS. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. ;

Mr. EBERHARTER. It had not been
my intention to say anything on this
oceasion, but I have known my colleague,
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Wezss] for a great number of years. 1
come from the same county in Pennsyl-
vania. The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WEiss] became generally
well known when he was a student at
Duguesne University, in Pittsburgh, Pa.
He became known as one of the star
athletes of that university. Although
slight of stature, as you can all see, very
light in weight, he nevertheless played
so hard, so fast, and so clean that he
was recognized not only in western
Pennsylvania but all over the country as
a fair, clean sportsman.

After he graduated from school he
practiced law, and before the courts of
Pennsylvania in representing his clients
and in his representation fo the courts
he established a reputation as good as
any reputation that has ever been estab-
lished in the courts of Allegheny County,
Pa. From there he went into pelitical
life, and, as he said so well, in a district
where there are very few people of his
faith, he was so well known and made
such a reputation that he carried that
district by an overwhelming majority,
and it is recognized now that there is
nobody who can defeat him because of
the reputation he has established as be-
ing fair, square, tolerant, and a decent
American citizen. -
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For several years he has been called
upon to officiate as a referee and as an
umpire in football games all over the
United States. Why? Because he has
that inherent fairness and squareness
and honesty, intellectually and other-
wise, that is necessary in a person offici-
ating not only in college games but in

.- professional games.

Mr. Speaker, fairness and squareness
are matters of habit, and this gentleman
has demonstrated all of his life that he
has that instinctive habit of fair play.
I know that he had no intention what-
soever at any time of saying anything
of a disparaging nature against any
Member of Congress. I have seen him
very closely since he has come to the
Congress, Mr. Speaker, and I have often
said: “There is one thing about Sam
WEeiss, and that is he never says anything
derogatory about any Member of Con-
gress or any other person, whether it be
his political opponent or any other per-
son with whose views he does not agree.”
He has that reputation with every person
and every group that knows him.

Mr, Speaker, this gentleman has been
and is being subjected to an indignity by
the very repetition on the floor of this
House of that item that appeared in the
newspaper. He has suffered injury. I
know every Member of this House is fair
and wants to be fair. I hope and I am
sure that after his explanation his word
will be believed. It is only my hope that
in the permanent Recorp there will be
expunged everything that has been said
in connection with this regrettable inci-
dent.

Mr. WEISS. I thank the gentleman.
I am indeed grateful to him.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
= Mr. WEISS. I gladly yield to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi.

Mr., RANKIN. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania has answered the question
I asked him on yesterday. I explained to
him then that I had no desire to do him
any injustice. I agree with him that
anybody who would go out and make-the
statements attributed to him ought to be
expelled from Congress. I asked the
gentleman if he made the statement that
“certain blocs in Congress are a hotbed
of fascism.” He said he did not make
that statement,

Mr. WEISS. That is right.

Mr. RANKIN. I said to him yesterday
that if he did not make those statements,
what I wanted him to do was to let the
House know it, because it was published

in an Associated Press article on the day

before yesterday. As I said, I have no
desire whatever to do the gentleman from
Pennsylvania any injustice.

Mr. WEISS. If the gentleman had let
me make my statement yesterday, we
would not have gone into all that tirade
on the floor that occurred and my state-
ment today would not have been neces-
sary.

Mr. RANKIN. I was not the only one
engaged in that debate.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WEISS. 1 yield.to the genfleman
from Pennsylvania.

\
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Mr. WRIGHT. I should not like to let
this occasion pass without joining with
my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr.
EBerHARTER] in testifying before this
House to my admiration for the integrity,
honor, and truthfulness of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania who has just
spoken. Sammy WEIss is known through-
out western Pennsylvania as an athlete,
a lawyer, a sportsman, a legislator, and
as a person who is interested in charities
not only of his own faith but those of the
Catholic and Protestant religions also.
Sammy WEIss is recognized throughout
western Pennsylvania as a square
shooter. He enjoys the respect of all the
people in that district. I feel as con-
fident that what the gentleman from
Pennsylvania says on this floor today is
true as if I had been at the meeting in
which his speech was misrepresented and
had heard his remarks myself. y

Mr. WEISS. I am grateful to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. KUNKEL. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WEISS. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. KUNKEL. About 2 weeks ago the
gentleman from Pennsylvania made a
speech in Harrisburg, Pa. The first
thing I knew about his having made that
speech was when I began to receive
highly pleasant letters telling me first,
what a fine speech he had made and
secondly, what complimentary remarks
the gentleman had made at the two
meetings which he addressed about me
and about my service in Congress.

I should like to read to you from one
of these letters to give an illustration
of the reaction that occurred in Harris-
burg. This letter was written by Eugene
E. Miller, who is also a professional foot-
ball referee. He was a great athlete at
Penn State and a famous college
referee also. He was formerly county
comptroller of Dauphin County, leading
the ticket when the returns were
counted. He has taught in the public
schools in that county for a great many
years, and has the respect of parents
and students alike, Today he is prin-
cipal of the Edison Junior High School.
This is a personal letter. If it were not,
I should put the whole letter'in the
Recorp. He writes me as follows:

Now, I'd like to say a word about Sammy
Wess, whom I like very much. He did a
grand job up here on January 11 at the
American Legion dinner honoring our senior
high-school football squads, and I wish you'd
tell him when you speak with him that quite
a number of fellows spoke to me about his
fine message. There was no doubt about his
attitude toward you in speaking to the people
of your community, for he not only said you
were a distinct credit to us, but he also told
all of the gathering that there was no doubt
about your importance in your particular
activities in the Congress.

I may add that I have received a num-
ber of other letters, which time will not
permit me to read, all of which are along
the same line. When I was back in Har-
risburg after his speech a number of peo-
ple told me the same thing., While I was
not present in Cleveland and cannot tes-
tify as to that speech, yet it seems to me
that this reaction in Harrisburg has an
evidential value in respect to the type of
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speech the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania makes. I welcome the opportu-
nity of making this statement in behalf
of my good friend.

Mr. WEISS. I am indeed grateful to

the gentleman.

Mr, DILWEG. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

,Mr, WEISS. I yield to my athletic
colleague from Wisconsin.

Mr. DILWEG. Mr, Speaker, I have
known the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, S8am WErss, for a period of about 1
year personally, but I have known him
many years by reputation. He has much
better sense than you ascribe to him,
when you think he could possibly make
any such remarks. He has never spoken
in my presence on the floor of the House
or off the floor of the House in any dis-
paraging way about any of his eol-
leagues, to my knowledge. Ithinkitisa
dirty shame that the gentleman has to
stand before this gathering and suffer
from any such intimation.

Mr. WEISS. I thank the gentleman
very kindly.

MILLER of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speake: will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WEISS. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania. This is
a shining example, Mr. Speaker, of a
tempest in a teapot. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Weiss] needs no
defense from anyone. I saw a shining
example of his fairness yesterday when
he presided as chairman over a meeting
of a subcommittee of the Commitiee on
the Post Office and Post Roads. He is a
valiant soul and a valiant friend. He
needs no defense from anyone. He is a
valued Member of this body.

Mr. WEISS. I appreciate the gentle-
man's remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I want all of you to know
that while I may dissgree with you at
times, the day I start going into other
districts speaking in dercgatory terms
against any Member of this House, it is
then time that I should be unseated my-
self,

QUESTION OF PERSONAL FPRIVILEGE

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state his question of per-
sonal privilege.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I read
from the newspaper Daily Worker:

The best seller Sabotage, by Albert E. Kahn
and Michael Sayers, says of this notorious
speech by HOFFMAN:

"He (HorFman) ordered 145,000 reprints of
this Roosevelt Is a Judas speech, and 105,000
franked envelopes to circulate it throughout
the country. The chief distributor of Horr-
MaN's scurrilous tirade was Charles B. Hud-
son, the subversive propagandist of Omaha,
Nebr. Hudson, who was subsequently in-
dicted by the Department of Justice on
charges of conspiracy to provoke revolt and
disloyalty within the United States armed
forces, mailed out thousands of reprints of
HorrMaN's speech in the Congressman's
franked envelopes.” E

I read further:
HorFMAN had the gall to declare on the
floor of Congress——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair feels that the gentleman has stated
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a question of personal privilege.: The
gentleman is recognized.
Mr, HOFFMAN. Mr, Speaker, no one

need be disturbed about the length of
time I shall take. Ten or fifteen minutes
will be ample, and that time would not be
taken by me were it not for some things
that were said heretofore by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Wessl,
who preceded me. I have had no part
whatever in this incident which came up
yesterday, which has been referred to
today, but some good may come out of
that incident. It is my hope that it will
bring home to every Member of the House
the fact that there is altogether too much
irresponsible reporting. Just why the
American press, which until recent years
has always been considered, especially
the great news services, as being accu-
rate and fair, should continue to repeat
false charges is beyond me. The gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Weiss] was
quoted in the press as having made cer-
tain statements, So far as I am con-
cerned, and I think so far as the other
Members of the House are concerned,
when he rose on the floor of the House
and said that he did not make that state-
ment, that was and should have been
sufficient for all of us.

Mr. ROWE, Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. EOFFMAN, Yes.

Mr. ROWE. Just to make this obhser-
vation, that the gentleman must appre-
ciate the fact that the American press,
so far as reporting is concerned, is just
as seriously affected, so far as men gath-
ering news is concerned, by the war as
is any other industry.

Mr, HOFFMAN. No doubt about. that.
Ordinarily the reporters are accurate.
Mr. Speaker, in the last session of Con-
gress attention was called by me to the
fact that the C. I. Q. organization re-
ferred to a banquet they held downtown,
at which eertain Members of Congress
were present, and made the statement—
and it was published in the newspapers—
that Members of Congress had received
a sum—1I do not recall whether $3,000 or
$5,000—for voting one way or the
other—I have forgotten which way—on
the Ruml plan. That statement, within
a few days, I think the next day, was
called to the attention of the House by
me. I requested that we take some ac-
tion. No action was taken. Subse-
quently the statement was repeated as
having come from one Congressman who
was present at that meeting. My point
is this: When statements like that are
made, especially here in the Washington
press, reflecting upon the honesty and
the integrity of the people’s Representa-
tives, and the men who make them are
available, as those men were at that time,
they should be called before a commit-
tee of this Congress and required, to use
a colloquial expression, to put up or
shut up. They should be made to give
evidence to prove their charge if they
can, and if they cannot, then they should
be branded as prevaricators. If the false
statements are willfully and knowingly.
made, the makers should be denied the
privileges of the House Press Gallery.

So far as the statement with reference
to the speech I made, it has been pub-
lished time and time again, throughout
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the country. It is said that I made a
speech in which I said that the Presi-
dent was a Judas. I never made any
such speech. .

I did make a speech on the 27th of
January 1942, and again on the 30th day
of January 1942, in both of which I pro-
tested as vehemently as I knew how
against the betrayal of this country to
an international organization, and I
mentioned 'several persons, one a mem-
ber of the President's Cabinet and one a
member of the United States Supreme
Court, whose names were on that litera-
ture as being willing to do away with
the Constitution of the United States,
to do away with the flag of the country
and substitute an international consti-
tution and an international flag to take
the place of the Stars and Siripes, and
I stand on that speech. Not 145,000
copies, but 165,000 copies of the com-
bined and condensed speeches were
printed, and I had requests for over
300,000. I say once more that I think
it will sometime be a goocd thing to re-
print that speech, just as soon as the war

is over and possibly, perhaps, before it

is over, so that we can think of cur own
men, our own country, so that we can
get our minds on the war once more.
With Stalin refusing‘our offer to medi-
ate on the Poland dispute, felling us he
will settle that issue himself, with H. G.
Wells, of England, writing, as he is re~
ported to have written, saying the three
countries have no right to attempt to
govern the world, the advoeates of union

now might well devote their efforts to

the winning of the war.

There is a story today in the morning
paper about what the Japs have done,
are doing to our prisoners of war, and I
understand there will be a detailed ac-
count in that same newspaper, known as
the Chicago Tribune, which seems to
have had a monopoly on the original
story which has so long been kept from
the people by the administration. I
hope that every one will read the stories
of these atrocities in the Chicago Trib-
une, and for once we will begin to have
the war in mind as the first thing to
which we should give attention.

When our minority leader, Mr. Snell,
was here, a question arose about the use
of the frs.nk

On November 19, 1937, a letter was
written to the then Solicitor of the Post
Office Depariment, Karl A. Crowley, by
the then minority leader of the House,
Bert Snell. That letter is as follows:

Dear Mg. CrRowLEY: Will you please give me
a ruling on the following: Is it legal for a
Member of Congress to frank communica-
tionse, either typewritten or mimeographed,
dealing solely with the public business?

In reply, the following was written
under date of November 23, 1837T:

The receipt is acknowledged of your letter
of November 19, requesting to be advised
whether it is legal for a Member of Congress
to frank communications, either typewritien
or mimeographed, dealing solely with the
public business,

It is provided by 39 United States Code 327
that: “The Vice .President, Members and
Membars-elect of, Delegates and Delegates=
elect to Congress, and the Resident Commis=
sioners from Puerto Rico and the Fhilippines,
shall have the privilege of sending {free
through the malls, and under their frank,
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any mail matter to any Government cfficial
or to any person, correspondence, not ex-
ceeding 4 ounces in weight, upon official or
departmental business (until the 1st day of
December following the expiration of their
respective terms of office).”

Your inquiry is accordingly answered in
the afirmative.

I later wrote the Office of the Solicitor
of the Post Office Department in the fol-
lowing letter:

On page 18519 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
of September 14, 1940, I extended my remarks
by including an article on the March of De-
moeceracy.

If I have copies of these remarks printed
by other than the Government Printer and in
different type, may I still send them out
under my franking privilege?

On the 25th following, my letter was
answered in these words:

In answer to your letter of September 21,
which the Solicitor has referred to this office,
you are advised that the act of Congress of
Mazrch 3, 1875, emboedied in section 609, Postal
Laws and Regulations, provides as follows:

“The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, or any part
thereof, or speeches or reports therein con-
tained, shall, under the frank of a Member
of Congress or Delegate, * * * be carried
in the mail free of postage.’

The place of printing of extracts from the
ConcressioNAL Recogp or the style of type
used does not affect their frankability. In
this connection, I may say that when it is
desired to send under frank extracts from
the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD, the extracts
should, in order that their character may be
apparent on the face, bear such identifying
indicia as will clearly show that they are from
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

I say further that not one of the
speeches ever made by me was franked
out in violation of the law, and Mr. Hud-
son—and I hope this is the last time I
shall be called on to answer that charge—
never had my frank for any purpose.
That ought to be sufficient. I yield back
the remainder of my time,

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr., AUGUST H., ANDRESEN. Mr.
Speaker I ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend the remarks I am to
make this afternoon and include certain
extracts and statements.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objection?

There was no objection.

FEDERAL CONTROL OF INSURANCE

Mr, SABATH, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted the following resolution
(H. Res. 422), which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to bhe
printed:

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3270)
to affirm the intent of the Congress that the
regulation of the business of insurénce re-
main within the control of the several States
and that the acts of July 2, 1890, and October
15, 1914, as amended, be not applicable to
that business. That after general debate,
which shall be confined to the blll and shall
continue not teexceed 3 hours, to be equally
divided and contrglled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on the Judiciary, the bill shall be read for
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At the
gonciusion of the reading of the bill for

Is there
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amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted and the
previous guestion shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Delaware [Mr. WiLLey]l, former
secretary of state of Delaware, may have
the privilege of revising and extending
his remarks in the Recorp with reference
to the 1943 soldiers’ vote bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TABER. Also, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to revise and extend the remarks
I expect to make in committee today, and
to include certain excerpls from news-
papers and periodicals.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my remarks by inserting an address
made by Dr. McGowan, in Washington
on January 15; also to revise and extend
my remarks by placing in the REcorp two
articles appearing in the Philadelphia
Record in reference to the difficulty of
making out the income-tax return.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SADOWSKI. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks on two subjects and include
resolutions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objection?

There was no objection,

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1945

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H. R.
4070) making appropriations for the
Executive Office and sundry independent
executive bureaus, boards, commissions,
and offices for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1945, and for other purposes; and,
pending that motion, I ask unanimous
consent that general debate on the bill
shall continue for 3 hours, the time to be
equally divided between the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DIrksEN] and myself,

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. Is there
ohjection to the request of the gentle-
man from Virginia that general debate
on the bill shall continue for 3 hours, the
time to be equally divided between the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Wocbprom] ?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Virginia.

The motion was agreed to.

- Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the consid-
eration of the hill H. R. 4070, the inde-

Is there

Is there
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pendent coffices appropriation bill, 1945,
with Mr. WaHITTINGTON in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr., WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. DINGELL].

Mr. DINGELL, Mr., Chairman, the
discussion of the Polish-Russian boun- -
dary is one of universal interest not only
in the United States but throughout the"
democratic world. The interest is not
confined exclusively to Americans of Po-
lish antecedents, nor to any other ele-
ment of the American people, and dis-
cussions are not always free of biased
sentiment. I should perhaps say preju-
dice, or more appropriately, that expres-
sions are frequently made which are
predicated upon ignorance and upon a
definitely unjustified and anti-Polish
viewpoint.

To the uninformed the unfounded, in-

temperate, and ill-timed expressions of
the Russian newspaper Pravda, which is
the official organ of the Communist
Party and reckoned as the mouthpiece
of the Soviet Government, and the caus-
tic and unfriendly expressions of War
and the Working Classes, to say nothing
of Izvestia, which is the official organ of .
the Russian Government, might impress
many of our people with the justice of
the spurious claims of our “converted
Russian ally.”
»In this country it appears that on oc-
casion some individual with the aid of
unfriendly press support will undertake
to speak with authority, not only for the
Americans of Polish antecedents but also
for the Polish citizens residing in the
homeland, and these expressions so ably
press-agented are frequently anti-Polish
if not downright pro-Russian and the
origin in such instances is apt to be
doubtful and certainly not representa-
tive of the sentiments of the great mass
of Americans of Polish antecedents in
the United States, or of the Government
in exile, or the people which it repre-
sents living in Poland.

I want to read into the REcorD a state-
ment signed by 17 eminent and patriotic
Polish educators, each one identified with
some outstanding institution of learning.
These men are among the foremost in
their respective fields, they are of unim-
peachable character, and I say to you,
Mr. Chairman, that they, if anyone,
speak the sentiments of the great bulk
of the people of Polish antecedents in
this country. While I do not presume
to state with authority, I shall say never-
theless that I believe these men, knowing
Poland and the Polish people, reflect, too,
the overwhelmingly popular opinion of
the Poles in the fatherland.

It is plain and evident that this
statement is intended to combat and
to put in its proper place the erroneous
pro-Russian views of Dr. Oscar Lange
whom a fractional though vociferous
minority seeks to foist on the American
public as an authority and as one who
reflects the trend in opinion among
Americans of Polish antecedents.

I should like to add for the benefit of
the Members of the House that Dr,
Lange speaks only for himself and to
be as charitable as possible toward him,
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I should say he speaks with poor taste
and with ingratitude whenever he pre-
sumes that Americans of Polish ancestry,
or the people of Poland, in order to
placate Russla, are willing to sacrifice
their own bloodstained territory. Cer-
tainly the sentiment is well-nigh uni-
versal that Poland desires to live in clos-
est friendship and as a good neighbor
to Russia but not at a price, not at the
expense of jeopardizing her own inde-
pendence.

The determination of the form of gov-
ernment which the Polish people will
eventually choose is something which the
Poles insist is their own and exclusive
privilege and responsibility, They will
not jeopardize the religious life and the
freedom of the people because to do so
tvould mean bowing to communism and
the permanent establishment of a puppet
form of Soviet Government,

The Poles look to the world for sup-

port of their attitude in the hope that
they may preserve their independence,
freedom of conscience, and the right to
worship God according to the dictates
of their own conscience.

The Polish Government made clear its
position and its attifude has been most
generous, exemplary in its patience,
when it was stated that the boundary
question can be solved by mutual con-
sent but cannot be determined on a uni-
lateral basis or imposed by Russia as a
conqueror,

The statement to which I referred was
prepared by Dr. Jerzy Kaulbersz, of the
college of medicine at the Wayne . Uni-
versity of Detroit, Mich.,, and I com-
mend it to the membership for your most
earnest consideration.

The statement reads as follows:

The American press reported recently of
a new Polish organization, the EKosclusko
League, founded in Detrolt with the pur-
pose of spreading among the Polish popula-
tion the idea of an acquiescent attitude to-
ward Boviet Russia. One of two principal
speakers at the organizatory meeting was
Dr. Oscar Lange, professor of political econ-
omy at the University of Chicago.

Dr. Oscar Lange emerged as an ardent
follower of Russian claims to eastern Poland
on April 29, 1943 (a few days after the rup-
"~ ture by the Soviets of diplomatic relations
with Poland), publishing a provocative let-
ter in the New York Herald Tribune, in which
Poland’s determination to maintain the in-
tegrity of her territory was called by him
“national hysteria.” His suggestions were
identical with propositions from the Russian
foreign cffice.

Dr. Lange's opinion is being given widest
publicity as that of a Polish scholar and a
former member of Erakow University, thus
creating a false impression that he reflects
the opinion of the Polish scholars. There-
fore we, professors and lecturers of the
Polish universities, declare that we take most
vigorous exception to bofh his views and his
tactics. It is an easy but by no means con-
vincing method simply to accuse people hold-
ing other opinions of being Fascists and re-
actionaries, in order to discredit them in
public opinion. But we expected a more
impartial and scholarly approach on the part
of Dr. Lange who as a lecturer had been as-
sociated for a short time with Krakow Uni-
versity., This university had always repre-
sented the highest Polish spiritual values, and
in the present war nearly all of its members
had been deported to the Nazi concentration
camps, where many died in consequence of
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inhuman treatment. We also expected more
fairness on Professor Lange's part in dealing
with the government of an Allled nation of
which he was a citizen until a short time
ago.

We all are in favor of cooperation between
an independent and democratic Poland and
the Soviet Union, and we think that Poland
gave ample proof of this being her desire.
But to achieve such a cooperation the terri-
torial claims of Soviet Russia must be with-
drawn. The Polish-Russian frontier of 1821
had been a frontier of compromise, and as
such it had never been questioned by Rus-
sla. The Poles are the most numerous there,
and except for the time of partitions, these
territories belonged to Poland for many cen-
turies not only historically but yet culturally.
Large cities in this territory, Lwow (which
had never belonged to Russia) and Wilno, are
inhabited by an overwhelming majority of
pure Poles, and are among the main cen-
ters of Polish culture. Many great leaders
in Poland’s history, and a number of great
poets came from eastern Poland.

Poland was first to fight against Nazi dom-
ination and has continued this struggle ever
since with appalling sacrifices on the home
front and abroad. Russia, it should be re-
membered, joined the United Nations only
after being attacked by Germany and after
22 months of collaboration with the Nazis.

"It would be a great injustice and in disaccord

with international morality, should Poland
be deprived of any part of her territory in
favor of Russia. Politleal, historical, and
cultural reasons speak agalnst it as strongly
as the moral principles for which we are
fighting this war.

Dr. Henryk Arctowski, Lwow Univer-
sity, Observatory of the Smithso-
nian Institution; Dr. Gustaw By-
chowski, Warsaw University; Dr.
Wiladyslaw Gorezynski, director,
Central Meteorological Institute,
Warsaw: Dr. Oscar Halecki, War-
saw University; Dr. Jerzy EKaul-
bersz, Krakow University, Wayne
University; Dr. Andrzej Krzesin-
ski, Krakow University, University
of Montreal; Mr. Michal Laskow=
ski, Warsaw Agricultural College,
University of Arkansas; Dr. Gus-
taw A. Mokrzyckl, Warsaw Insti-
tute of Technology, University of
Montreal; -Dr, Stanislaw Mrozow=-
ski, Warsaw University, Chicago
University; Dr. Jézef Pawlikowskl,
Warsaw Institute of Technology,
Etole Polytechnique de Montreal;
Dr. Jan H. Rosen, Lwow Institute
of Technology, Catholle University
of America; Dr, Stanislaw Snieszko,
Krakow University, University of
Maine; Dr. Wojclech Swietcslaw-
ski, Warsaw Institute of Tech-
nology, Mellon Institute for In-
dustrial Research; Dr, Jozef Sul-
kowski, Poznan TUniversity; Dr.
Boleslaw Szczenlowski, Warsaw
Institute of Technology, Ecole
Polytechnique de Montreal; Dr.
Aleksander Turyn, Warsaw Uni=-
versity; and Dr. Florian Znanieckl,
Poznan Unlversity, University of
Illinois,

As further-evidence of the attitude of
Americans of Polish antecedents, I want
to read to you a resolution which was
adopted by the executive council and
directorate of the Polish Reman Catholic
Union of America, having membership
in every State of the Union.

This progressive and patriotic organ-
izetion, I am sure, reflects the opinion
of the great bulk of the Polish Americans
and I feel safe in saying that it is not
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only the guide but a reflection of the
self-same feeling of the liberty-loving
people of America.

This organization is representative of
Polonia and is the second largest in
America.

I invite your attention while I read
the following resolution:

Cuicaco, I, January 25, 1944,

The following resolution was unanimously
adopted at the plenary meeting of the execu-
tive council and directorate of the Polish
Roman Catholic Union of America, duly held
on the 11th day of January 1944, in Chicago,
I, all of the national offiters being in
attendance at said meeting:

““Whereas the American press has published
under today's date line a news item from
London to the effect that the Government of
Soviet Russia has formally announced that
it will annex the eastern section of Poland,
embracing in area approximately one-half of
the territory of Poland; and

“Whereas the Government of Soviet Ru-sia
asserts that the Polish Government in exile,
now located in London, does not represent
the will of the Polish Nation, and further
charges the Polish Government with incom-
petency, because of the alleged failure to
organize active resistance to the Nazi in-
vader; and

“Whereas the Government of Soviet Russia
foreibly and illegally seizes Polish lands,
without the consent of the population re-
siding therein, thus undermining the foun-
dation of the future growth and existence of
Poland, and thereby assuming a stand, con=
trary to all principles of demccracy and
liberty, for which the present war is being
fought; and

“Whereas the charges leveled by the Soviet
Government against the present Polish Gov-
ernment are untrue, as the Polish Govern=
ment in London is the sole and constitutional
exponent of the will of the Polish Nation,
and said Government has taken all steps
possible to combat our common foe: There-
fore be it

“Resolved, That the executive council and
directorate of the Polish Roman Catholic
Union of Ameriea, convened at its plenary
meeting in Chicago, Ill., on January 11, 1944,
solemnly protests, in the name of its mem-
bership composSed of Americans of Polish
extraction, against the contemplated parti-
tion of Poland by Soviet Russia, and supports
the stand taken by the Polish Government
in London, which is allied with the Govern=-
ment of the United States.

“We place implicit trust in our President,
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, and express the
firm conviction that he will not permit the
Government of Soviet Russia to despoil the
Polish Nation, now so terribly tortured and
ravaged by the Nazi barbarians.”

JAN J. OLEINICZAK,
President,
STEPHEN 8. GRABOWSKI,
. Secretary General,
ANTHONY J. KEozZUBAL,
Treasurer,
For the Ezecutive Council and Direc-
torate of the Polish Roman Catho=
liec Union of America.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, it is
my considered opinion that the proposed
second Bill of Rights in the President’s
message is at once one of the most chal-
lenging and most provocative things with
which the Congress will have to dealin a '
long time.

I used the term challenging apd pro-
vocative because it is a goal which can in
whole or in part be achieved and main-
tained only when government pursues &
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sound fiscal policy which will make pos-
sible a stable national income which will
support not only a security program but
mgke it possible for the industry of the
Nation to meet the problems with which
it will be confronted in the post-war
period.

By way of illustration let me begin
with the reminder that there is pending
before both branches of Congress a uni-
fied social-security program which is
contained in the Wagner-Murray-
Dingell bill. It will be recalled that this
extension of the security program, to-
gether with the security benefits which
gre now available, would be provided
through a tax of 6 percent on employers
and 6 percent on employees.

In addition there will be other ad-
ministrative expenditures at both Fed-
eral and State levels- which will in
reality make this something more than
a 12-percent tax upon that portion of
the national income which comes within
the provisions of this tax proposal.

It might be quite obvious that any kind
of tax upon employer or employee can be
fruitful and productive of revenue only
if industry earns profits and only as
there are jobs from the wages of which
the tax on the employee must be paid.
This is another way of saying that there
must be a stable as well as a high na-
tional income if further security pro-
grams are to be carried cut and the obli-
gations of Government are requited.

But let me pose what I deem to be a
very pertinent inquiry. What would
happen to the “second bill of rights” as
set forth in the President’s message to
Congress if there were an inadequate
number of jobs? What happens to the
“second bill of rights” if there is no in-
centive for industry to attain maximum
production of civilian goods when the
war is at an end? What happens to the
“second bill of rights” if those impelling
and very human factors which are at
the heart of a free-enterprise system are
in any way diminished or destroyed?

As I envision the basic post-war prob- 1

lem which is before us, it addresses itself
to two fundamental facts. The first is
that we must honorably support the larg-
est debt structure in the history of the
Nation. Already it has been intimated
in the Budget message to the Congress
that at the end of the fiscal year 1945,
which to be exact would be June 20, 1945,
the national debt is estimated at $258,-
000,000,000. It has also been estimated
that the interest on the national debt for
every 365 days will be at least $5,000,000,-
000, and might be more, depending on
what the going rate of interest will be
at that time.

Manifestly that is an imperative
charge in our fiscal program, because
failure to pay the interest on outstand-
ing obligations of the Government would
constitute not only repudiation of our
obligations, but would end in complete
economic chaos and disaster. Carrying
the national debt, therefore, is the first
realistic imperative with which we are
confronted, and there can be no dodging
of this responsibility.

Secondly, it will require a high na-
tional income to support the estimated
public debt and the interest charge

thereon. Moreover, it will require a
high and stable national income to meet
the general obligations of Government as
a result of the finctions of Government
which Congress has legislated from time
to time.

These can be met only in the form of
taxation and no matter what type of tax
is imposed, there must be profits, wages,
rewards, and income if those taxes are to
prove fruitful. I is but another way of
saying that no matter what functions,
policies, and programs may be pursued
by the Federal Government, they can be
continued and maintained only when
sufficient revenue is available for that
purpose unless we propose to continue on
a basis of deficit spending and spend our
way into disaster., Federal revenue can
only be derived from national income
and so it becomes very pertinent to ana-
Iyze the sources of income upon which
we must rely.

In the case of the millions of people
who rely upon industry for a livelihood
and receive substantial wages for their
work, those wages become a source of
revenue. When business and industry
are operating at a profit, those profits
become a source of revenue. There is no
other place to go. But jobs are inevitably
contingent not only upon the operation
of such industry as exists today but upon
new industrial enterprises to provide
even more jobs than the number which
existed in the pre-war period. Our whole
hope, therefore, of meeting the impact
of the transition from war to peace and
of preserving a system of free private en-
terprise, reposes in the incentives which
will make it possible for private enter-
prise to exist and which serve as an in-
ducement for venture, capital, and ad-
venturous people to go into business and
to provide more goods for more people in
more places. Industry and business will
be energized and stimulated to carry the
country to a greater level of prosperity
than ever before only in proportion as
the incentive of profit and reward and
reasonable freedom from burdensome re-
strictions is preserved.

‘What, then, are the ineentives which
not only keep people in business but
cause them to venture into business?
They must be permitted either as indi-
viduals or as corporate entities to retain
a sufficient amount of their earnings, to
provide working capital, to provide re-
serves and to provide a profit as a reward
for risk and effort. Consider that re-
quirement in the light of our present be-
wildering and burdensome tax program
and policy. In round figures the over-
all revenue yield of the Federal Govern-
ment is now about forty-one and one-
half billion dollars. In addition thereto
another tax hill is pending in Congress
which will add another two billion to
this total., If this level of taxation is
maintained, it means that forty-three
and one-half billion dollars will be taken
from the national income, exclusive of
the amounts which are now taken by
States and local subdivisions of govern-
ment. If the President’s recommenda-
tions for a tax bill to yield ten and one-
half billion dollars were enacted into
law, it would mean that Federal rev-
enues would reach the staggering sum of
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more than $51,000,000,000. This, of
course, can be achieved only by higher
rates and a broader base so that the re-
wards from thrift, enterprise, and en-
deavor will be even more sharply re-
duced. What, then, becomes of the in-
centive to venture into business? What,
then, becomes of the incentive to remain
in business if a reward which is wholly
disproportionate to the effort, skill, tal-
ent, and risk which must be devoted
thereto is the only thing which is left?

It is an open secret that so much of
our best industrial brains are today tak-
ing a riskless position. Men with in-
genuity and mental resource who have
capacity for directing all manner of en~
terprise from which comes jobs are to-
day taking riskless positions because of
taxation which to them seems quite op-
pressive. Capital is taking a riskless po-
sition today. The various figures from
different departments and agencies in-
dicate too plainly that money is moving
into a position where the refurns for
long-time invesiment are exiremely
small, It indicates only too well that
safety rather than return has become
an impelling consideration,

When our best industrial talent and
skill is divested of the incentive to as-
sume hazards and burdens which attend
industry and enterprise, when capital
markets remain stagnant as they have
done for so many years, when the ex-
pense and the risk of obtaining capital
becomes & genuinely hazardous adven=-
ture because of the restrictions, liabili-
ties, and responsibilities which are im-
posed by the various laws now adminis-
tered by the Securities and Exchange
Commission, when government is so
niggardly in providing a pat on the back
to industry for a job well done in time
of war and has no kind word for every
effort which it is already making in
meeting the shock from war to peace, one
may conclude not only that our free-
enterprise system is in danger but that
the rewards, the jobs, and the wages
upon which we must depend in the post-
war period to meet our debt and main-
tain high national income may not be
there in sufficient volume to meet our
needs. What, then, becomes of a security
program unless that program is carried
on by means of deficit spending? What,
then, becomes of the second Bill of
Rights? Eventually there must be a
revamping of the tax structure so that
incentives for business end more busi-
ness, for jobs and more jobs, will be re-
tained. Herein lies the greatest assur-
ance for meeting the enormous fiseal
problems which are before us.

Let us then examine the origin of
our revenue needs. Pending before us
at this very moment is the independent
offizes appropriations which in round
figures proposes appropriations of $8,-
500,000,000. When these funds are ex-
pended they must be offset either by
taxes or by borrowings if our fiscal house
is to be kept in order. If we must resort
to borrowing in order to balance the
Federal books those borrowings will be
refiected in an increasing national debt.
When those funds are expended they
will be spent in part for the maintenance
of a civil establishment in which there
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are nearly 3,000,000. persons on the
Federal rolls. In dealing with taxes,
national debt, bureaucracy, extrava-
gance, and inefficiency it would be far
better if we went back to fundamental
causes,

It is nearly a hundred years ago that
Henry David Thoreau, the old philos-
opher who hewed out the great truths
in an atmosphere of nature, once ob-
served that for every person who hacks
at the roots of evil there are a hundred
hacking at the branches. I often won-
der whether we have not been hacking
at the branches instead of the roots in
the many discussions in this Chamber.
Expenditures show up in the form of
taxes and borrowings, and to diminish
the reason for taxes and the reason for
borrowings, expenditure must be re-
duced to an absolute minimum. Here,
however, it must be said that every ex-
penditure that is necessary, must be
willingly made in the interest of a speedy
and complete victory.

The expenditures, however, are but
the fruits of functions and activities un-
dertaken by the Federal Government.
That is equally true of bureaucracy.
Bureaucracy in itself is a result and not
a cause., If government did not under-
take such a function as is now exercised
by the Board of Geographic Names in the
Department of the Interior, it is entirely
possible that the more than 100 people
who are engaged in this activity would
not be required and thus both bureauc-
racy and expenditure would be propor-
tionately reduced. If expenditure were
reduced, the need for revenue or the
need to borrow would be proportionately
diminished. So our examination of this
matter must be along fundamental lines
and we must examine the activities,
functions, and policies of government to
determine which are a proper field of
Federal activity and which are defensi-
ble if we expect to find relief. Perhaps
an illustration of this matter is in point.

The bill now before us which makes
appropriations for the independent es-
tablishments of government makes pro-
vision for an agency known as the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission. It
was established about 10 years ago and
now administers a variety of functions
such as the Security Act of 1933, the
Trust and Indenture Act of 1939, the Se-
curities and Exchange Act of 1934, the
supervision of over-the-counter markets,
the inspection of brokers and dealers and
a variety of other functions. This
agency now employs 1,194 people. Of
this number 834 are departmental per-
sonnel and the balance are in the field.
There you have bureaucracy. But what
accounts for the 1,194 people who deal
with the business of policing brokers,
dealers, and exchanges, the registration
of stock issues and the other functions
which they manage? It was done in
pursuance of a number of pieces of legis-
lation enacted by the Congress.

The bare enactment of a law by this |

body is of no force and effect until it is
administered by some agency. Such an
agency must be staffed with a variety of
personnel and here we see from cause to
effect how bureaucracy springs from
Federal activities which have been or-
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dained by the law-making body of this
Government,

The personnel employed by Securities
and Exchange Commission must be paid.
There must be funds for telephone and
telegraph service, There must be funds
for supplies and those funds derive only
from appropriations made pursuant to
law by the Congress. Those appropria-
tions must at sometime or other be offset
either by taxes or by borrowings. Here
again we have cause and effect.

When Congress ordains a function to
be administered by some agency of Gov-
ernment, it has so frequently delegated
this authority in broad language which
permits the making of rules and regula-
tions to carry such an act into effect.
Those rules and regulations have the
force and effect of law and there one ob-
serves the course of cause and effect
whereby administrative law and admin-
istrative management of the people
comes into being. More and more this
feature becomes one of the growing is-
sues of the day as people are irritated,
vexed, restricted, and disturbed so much
by the rules and regulations which have
been issued in ever-increasing quanti-
ties as a result of that law. Who will
assert that we are not today a Nation
managed by administrators and officers
of Government who are not responsible
to the people at the ballot box and who
quite often are not too responsive to the
needs and the desires of the people?
They do not have to appear before the
electorate at stated periods and there
test out the justice, fairness, and dura-
bility of the administrative orders under
which the Nation is today being man-
aged.

Obviously, every reasonable person
recognizes that in time of war there must
be a marshaling of our resources so that
we become a militant instrumentality for
victory. But the important paint is that
in the administrative management of all
the affairs of people there develops those
unnecessary whims and caprices which
too often cannot be justified. = When
that administrative authority is dele-
gated and re-delegdted from the top to
the bottom until finally it is applied to
the people at the grass-root levels, one
encounters an invasion of the civil rights
of humble people which can only bring
about irritation, vexation, and disunity.

Every Member of this House is quite
familiar in a first-hand way with the
difficulty in controlling and in ecircum-
scribing the actions of administrators
and in a proper review of their actions.

If the Congress undertakes to abolish
a bureau or curtail an appropriation or
excise an indefensible activity, it is
promptly charged by some with an action
which is contrary to the general welfare
and the common good.

If it should appear that the courts may
stand in the way, then the courts must
be bypassed, as was the case when the
Congress approved a provision in the
Price Control Act under which the va-
lidity of an order, a regulation, or a
price schedule cannot be passed upon in
a State, territorial, or Federal court.
Here is an instance where justice is a
one-way street. Any citizen, any busi-
nessman may be brought into court for
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a violation of an O. P, A. regulation, but
if, on the other hand, a regulation
threatens the very business life of an
individual, he has no choice save to spend
time and money and come to the Na-
tion’s Capital in the hope that he can
have a hearing in the Emergency Court
of Appeals, which is the only tribunal
for review under the Price Control Act.
If Congress threatens the life or func-
tion of an agency and cannot be turned
back, then public opinion must be man-
aged to prevail upon the Congress to
permit that agency to function, and here
we encounter the thousands who are on
the Federal rolls today writing releases,
issuing bulletins, and preparing radio
scripts for the consumption of the coun-
try. Finally, to make this pattern of
administrative control complete, so many
policies are invested with some kind of
more significance. You may have ob-
served in the President’s message in con-
nection with his proposal for a national
service act that it was characterized as
a unifying moral force and as an expres=
sion of democracy. 7

Here is the unmistakable pattern of
what we have been encountering for the
last decade. There has been an adven-
ture of government into many fields of
activity which show up in the form of
bureaucracy expenditure, debt, taxation,
restrictions upon the people, restrictions
upon business and a vitiation of States
rights. Every activity must be translated
in terms of money and so there is before
us today another money bill for $8,500,=
000,000 for which there must be offsetting
revenues or borrowed funds which can
be derived only from wages, from profits
and from rewards.

Mr. O'HARA, Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes.

Mr. O'HARA. Does the gentleman
feel, as I have felt in the last three or
four years, that there has been some de=
liberate, concerted effort to change our
constitutional form of Government, and
that one of those changes is to be brought
about by the destruction of the confi-
dence of the people of this country in
the Congress?

Mr. DIRKSEN. A little later I shall
allude to the observations of my friend
from Minnesota.

If a managed economy is to continue
with all the controls that have already
been imposed upon the Nation and if in
addition to the many functions and ac-
tivities which are already undertaken by
Government there is to be an extension
of such activities, they must obviously
be reflected in terms of larger Federal
pay rolls, greater restrictions, greater
burdens upon industry and business,
larger expenditures, higher taxes, and
increasing difficulty for our system of
free enterprise to assume these burdens
and to provide the jobs which must be
provided in the post-war period if we are
to escape economic and social turbulence.
If the jobs are not provided, then what
happens to the proposed second Bill of
Rights and what happens to our system
of free enterprise? .

Already there is some hint of what is
in the air. There has been much discus-
sion of a post-war program of publie
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works. It was alluded to in the Presi-
dent’s message. If private enterprise is
restricted by the difficulties of taxes, slow
contract terminations, and Government
management to the point where it might
fail to produce the number of jobs that
are necessary to provide for demobilized
men of the armed services and the work-
ers who will be demobilized from war
industries, then Government will be ex-
pected to step in with a massive public
works program which will reach into
every community in the land, and which,
no doubt, will be administered and con-
trolled from the Nation’s Capital.

If the past is any criterion of the future,
it will be managed through regional,
State, local, and district offices. All these
will have to be staffed with personnel,
All these will require public funds for
their operation. The projects which will
be pursued will require substantial funds
for their construction and their servicing.
The whole pattern of control will doubt=
less be maintained and once more we en-
counter the branches rather than the
roots in the form of bureaucracy, ex-
penditure, taxation, and debt. The alter-
native to this, of course, will be the
preservation of the free enterprise sys-
tem with adequate management so that
it can operate effectively and produce the
rewards, the wages, the jobs, the high
and stable national income wherein lies
our only real hope.

Such a controlled program will be
quite in line with the philosophy which
we have been pursuing for a long time
and which carries us further and further
toward a collective system wherein the
individual is submerged. The whole em-
phasis is upon the collective good in
which the individual is but an atom and
if his personality and freedom is sub-
merged long enough the appetite for
freedom is starved and the interest in a
free enterprise system is impaired.

In this connection I noted that not so
long ago a very interesting phrase which
can be found on page 47 of the Wagner
security bill which was introduced on
June 3, 1943, It reads as follows:

In each area the provision of general medi-
cal benefit for all individuals entitled to re-
ceive such benefit shall be a collective re-
sponsibility of all qualified general practi=-
tioners in the area who have undertaken to
furnish such benefit.

I need not transgress upon your
patience by reciting the basic purposes of
50 many other measures where the collec-
tive philosophy is emphasized nor how it
will be extended and implemented
through burdensome restrictions upon
the free enterprise system. That system
may then be unable to function as it
should in meeting its post-war responsi-
bilities.

In this connection let me ask this ques-
tion: Can it be said that since 1933 there
has been a truly bona fide self-gener-
ated boom in this country? As one
looks over the years, he is now con-
fronted with the conclusion that we have
received economic stimulus from Gov-
ernment programs which have been con-
trolled from the top or from the stimu-
lus of war. Are we now to reconcile our-
selves to the conviction that the eco-

nomic machine of this Nation cannot
function unless it is nurtured, stimu-
lated, and controlled by Government
activity? If and when that confession is
made, it will be disastrous, indeed, to our
whole system of free enterprise.

It appears to me that if we are to pre-
serve a free private enterprise system,
we must give it a chance. If we are to
maintain a high national income in the
post-war period, we must give the sys-
tem a chance to provide jobs. We must
preserve the incentives which make that
system work. We must preserve the
freedom which is an essential part of
that system. Undue burdens and con-
trols must be relaxed and must be re-
moved as rapidly as possible, It must be
freed from administrative management
on the part of government. It must be
encouraged by simplification and modifi-
cation of our tax structure. It must be
freed from the blight of bureaucracy.
All these obviously stem from greater
anc greater expansion of Federal activi-
ties. Here then is the root where the ax
must be laid. A managed economy inso-
far as I can determine from my reading
in history has not once succeeded in
6,000 years. One can examine scriptural
history and find no evidence of the suc-
cess of a managed economy. It either

fails or moves on to a form of total gov- |

ernment. The effort of Diocletian nearly
seventeen hundred years ago is a fair ex-
ample of how management has been tried
long ago. If I remember correctly, he
even devised a kind of O. P. A, under
which 800 items were under strict con-
trol. He was deluded into the belief that
it was going to be permanent because it
appears that he had ceiling prices en-
graved on stone but notwithstanding his
ability, his force, and his determination,
it proved a miserable failure,

The idea of complete management of
the affairs of people by government at
the top is but a part of the concept of
collectivism. For, if it prevails, it will in-
evitably destroy freedom and despoil the
dignity of the individual and individual
personality, Freedom is the essence of
our free enterprise system under which
we have marched to world leadership in
& hundred and fifty years.

By way of recapitulation let me, there-
fore, say that our last and best hope in
a world that is engulfed by war and bit-
terness is the preservation of the free
enterprise system, because it represents
the best hope of providing the jobs and
the stable national income from which
we can support the inescapable fiscal ob-
ligations which are being piled up to
astronomical heights by global conflict.

To preserve that system and give it
health and vigor will require encourage-
ment and the maintenance of those in-
centives upon which it rests.

It must not be burdened into stagna-
tion and decay with taxes, restrictions,
centralization of power, arbitrary rul-
ings, the gospel of defeatism, collectiv-

ism, and a trend toward total govern-

ment.
. We as a Congress can do much in that
direction.

We can carefully scrutinize the au-
thority which we delegate to Federal ad-

JANUARY 28
ministrative agencies and provide the
limitations under which they operate so
that this will remain a nation of law and
not of administrative rule.

We can carefully scrutinize every
measure which is presented here'in order
to prevent the complete destruction of
State authority and the absolute cen-
tralization of power in the Federal Gov-
ernment. We shall encounter that very
problem in the proposal now pending be-
fore committees of House and Senate to
completely federalize the unemployment
compensation system. Presently it op-
erates satisfactorily as a dual Federal-
State system. If it is nationalized, it
will be so much further removed from
the grass-roots level and mean one fur-
ther step toward total power.

We can carefully weigh and value
every proposed expansion of Federal
power for in so doing, we cannot only
hold bureaucracy in check but expendi-
ture of public funds as well, and there-
fore create the prospect for ultimate tax
reduction and the diminution of this
burden upon the very source from which
post-war jobs are expected.

We can carefully scrutinize every pro-
posal to make certain that the power
of the judiciary is not impaired. When
there is no longer an opportunity for a
citizen to go bhefore a judge and there
test out his rights as against govern-
ment, then indeed has one of the real
incentives of free enterprise been de-
stroyed.

We can scrutinize the Federal rolls to
determine whether the burden of the
Federal pay roll can be reduced and
whether greater efficiency can be stimu-
lated. With nearly 3,000,000 persons on
the rolls compared with about 900,000
at the end of the last war, here is a fruit-
ful field wherein much work can be done.

We can crusade against the subtle
poison of defeatism which is scattered
about by those who would like to induce
the belief that this Nation has reached
maturity and that from now on its re-
sources must be managed from the top
with a view to dividing rather than
multiplying what we have, What a sad
confession on the part of anyone who
has reviewed the recent history of this
Nation to contend that we have reached
the ceiling of achievement and that the
only hope of the future lies in dividing
what has been accumulated. To them,
one is tempted to say, “O ye of little
faith.”

One need but compare the production
of steel and aluminum in 1960 with 1540
or 1943. One need but compare the
number of homes wired for electricity in
that 40-year period. One need but com-
pare the creature comforts of today with
those of two generations ago. One need
but compare our standards of living with
those of 2 score years ago to ascertain
how far we have come.

It is reminiscent of the report made by
the Commissioner of Patents to Con-
gress in 1844 and again in 1876 when
that worthy agent of the Government
advised Congress that there had been
such advances in science, commerce, and
industry that the future betokened litile
hope of further advance.
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Today, there are too many otherwise
intelligent persons who are talking of
apple sellers on street corners and of
grass growing in the streets. There are
too many, especially in government, who
believe we have reached the end of the
economic trail and that from here on,
we can only survive if bright minds,
steeped in the collective philosophy are
entrusted with the management of our
national affairs. I can think of no bet-
ter way to destroy confidence in the sys-
tem of free private enterprise than to
distill this noxious philosophy to the
people to the point where they are per-
suaded that our economic machine is but
a mass of junk and no loner capable of
functioning. In this philosophy of de-
featism and despair lies the danger of
total government. It is time for a note
of faith and courage and for the tonic of
total good will.

We can do more.

This Congress could appoint a special
committee, assisted with experts, to as-
sess and explore the policy and action
legislation of the last decade and deter-
mine in what respect the courts have
been bypassed, the powers of Congress
have been indiscriminately handed over,
the power of rule and regulation abused,
and burdens placed upon the enterprise
system which makes it difficult for that
system to operate. It is not a case of
repealing statutes, It is a case of refin-
ing statutes to the point where we can
once more say that there is a balanced
system of government in the land. Iam
not insensible of the fact that our course
must be forward and upward. There
must be ever improved standards for our
people. There must be expanded secu-
rity. There must be greater opportunity.
But must liberty and sound government
be sacrificed to achieve all these? Will
anyone contend that our political and
economic system is not sufficiently elas-
tic to provide an expanded pattern of
good living without the destruction of
the system?

By getting back to the main highway
of government, we can best serve our
economic future. The best road map I
know of in getting to that highway and
remaining there is the preamble to the
Constitution. It sets forth the purpcses
for which this Government was ordained
and then sets out the structure under
which those purposes are to be achieved.
It has worked for 150 years. What rea-
son is there to believe it will not con-
tinue to work, notwithstanding the dis-
locations which have sprung from the
crucible of war a generation ago and
again today? -

In my opinion, all this adds up to a
vital tradition and a way of life which
we call America. It is a faith, It is
hard to define. But whether it is con-
sciously defined or not, it is the sustain-
ing force by which we have grown great
and is also the sustaining force 'which is
the only comfort of the young Ameri-
cans in uniform who are on freedom’s
frontier.

For what do they fight? Is it for build-
ings or soil or concrete highways or the
other physical appurtenances of this
land? It is all of these and none of
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these. It is opportunity, freedom, faith,
and continuous tradition which we call
“Country.” It does not have to be de-
fined. It can be felt, And freedom is the
very essence of that vital faith. Without
it what else is left?

Out where they are, the novelty of a
bomber of a machine gun or a Garand
rifle is soon worn off. War becomes a
grim and bitter business. The soldier
must have a sustaining faith. That
faith is his native land. It is the thing
to which he wants to return.

When he comes back, he wants to find
it pretty much as he left it. He don't
want those fundamental things dis-
turbed. He wants a job that is not domi-
nated by a Federal official. He wants a
home which is not supervised by a Fed-
eral agency. He wants a freedom that
is not spotted with controls and regula-
tions from the top. He wants a free
opportunity which is not contingent
upon the “eaprice of a governmental
official, What irony it would be, if when
he returned from the wars and from
the crusade for the freedoms, he should
find that the one big freedom which he
left behind should have been impaired or
foreclosed while he was gone.

As Senator O'MasONEY said some
months ago in a Readers’ Digest article,

“They are making America over and the.

people won't like it.” _

To that I answer that we can have
progress without destruction. There is
upon us a solemn responsibility that we
dare not dodge.

In the hearts and minds of people
everywhere is a resurgence of the con-
viction that the system of free private
enterprise under which we grew to great-
ness is our one great hope. It is the
heart-line which is the real second front
of America.

By placing the ax at the root instead
of the branches, by probing deep for the
causes from which our present ills spring,
we shall find the way to a solution for the
problems which lie ahead.

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, DIRKSEN. I yield for a brief
question.

Mr, ROWE. In the very beginning of
the gentleman’s talk he referred to the
Wagner-Murray-Dingell bill and also re-
ferred to the 6-percent contemplated
increase. Of course, that is only one-
half of what is intended to be assessed,
6 percent falling also on industry.

Mr, DIRKSEN. That is correct.

Mr, ROWE. Isifnot true that the 12-
percent tax actually and finally falls
upon the man in the low-income bracket
with greatest weight and becomes in a
sense a kind of income tax against which
he is protesting at the present time?

Mr. DIRESEN. That is substantially
true, because these taxes will be reflected
in the goods and services which the con-
sumer must purchase.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr,
Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr,
Brawpl. .

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I am de-
lighted to have been privileged to hear
the splendid speech made by the gentle-
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man from Illinois [Mr. DirkseN]1. I have
nothing to say in reply to that speech.
I am in hearty accord with most of the
philosophical statements; posgibly not
always with the.conclusions, although
that is merely a reservation of caution.

Having to follow the gentleman from
Illinois, for a little while ‘reminds me
of the closing debate in the life of Patrick
Henry. He was a candidate for the
‘United States Senate or for Governor or
something, The man to follow him was
John Randolph, of Roanoke. An old
farmer listening to the address for quite
a little while, after Henry had concluded,
said, “Tut, tut, tut. It is merely the
tinkling of a tin pan after the music of
a fine church organ.”

As I recall, that was the quotation.
I admire the spirit in which the address
was presented, which reminds me also of
a statement of Patrick Henry, in the
cgnvention. when he said:

I am no longer a Virginian; I am no longer
a New Englander; I am no longer a Mary=
lander; I am an American,

I wish sometimes on this floor we could
all remember that, and avoid partisan
crimination and recrimination and re-
member we are fighting all for America _
and the death role that is being made in
this Congress.

But, that is not what I came here to
speak about. Yesterday one of the mem-
bers of the committee delivered a speech
which commented at times on the very
large expenditures of the Maritime Com-
mission and the War Shipping Admin-
istration. I feel sometimes myself that
possibly waste has existed, but gentle-
man, they have built the ships, and they
carried the guns; they have carried the
munitions; they have carried the cargoes,
they have carried the men, they are win-
ning the war, and no organization or
instrumentality in this country has ex-
ceeded the splendid work that the Mari-
time Commission and the War Shipping
Administration has done.

There have been very troublesome
problems. Some of those problems have
almost killed me and I reckon some mem-
bers of my committee, Some of them
were troublesome compensation prob-
lems which we had written into one of
the acts. If you gentleman have not
undertaken to reconcile legislation such
as existed there, you do not know what
difficulties we had to meet. It has been
difficult to find reconciliation that would
permit the Maritime Commission to re-
duce the cost of these ships on many
occasions and conform with the just com-
pensation provision of the Constitution,
which neither you nor I can interfere
with, We have tried to work out through
a council consisting of three of the ablest
judges of the United States, a method
whereby that might be done. The ship-
ping companies in many cases were will-
ing to go along with a settlement which
exceeded the limitations that we had
placed on them, but still did conform
with the Constitution and the allowances
what the courts might possibly have de-
termined to be just compensation. I
think considerable patriotism has been
-shown,
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Comments were made in debate as to
the investigational work of the Commit-
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. Let me remind you that that com-
mittee has jurisdiction not only over the
merchant marine and fisheries but also
the Coast Guard, the Geodetic Survey,
navigation aids, such as lighthouses and
buoys, merchant-marine hospitals, and
the Panama Canal, It has reported out
much legislation and in its investiga-
tional capacity there have been made re-
ports dealing with matters that have
come from the General Accounting Office.
‘We have tried to be fair. The reports
have not always met with the views of
the Accounting Office or everyone else,
but we have tried to deal with them in
a spirit of fairness and justice. Some
comment was made that there were other
matters that ought to be reported on.
Let me tell you that there is in tran-
script in process of printing and report,
to be prepared in the near future, on the
matter of charter rates to the Red Sea.
It was deemed essential to secure the
stock reports of those companies for the
last year and they were very late in com-

* ing in. There was nothing the com-

mittee could do to hurry the reports,
and they are essential. Two companies
have made refunds since the commit-
tee’s hearing, the Weyerhaeuser Steam-
ship Co., in the sum of approximately
$200,000, and the American President
Lines, in the sum of approximately $110,-
000.

The investigation which was made at
South Portland will result in savings
very nearly, as I recall, of $5,000,000.
The committee has had in all $100,000
for the several years.

Plate-fracture subcommittee—statis-
ties relative to fractures to January 1,
1944, at hand awaiting action by the sub-
committee,

Comptroller General’s report on Mor-
gan Line—investigation of date under
way in preparation for hearing.

Rheem Manufacturing Co.—hearings
have been held at which the Maritime
Commission and the prinecipal subcon-
tractors have been heard. Hearings of
Rheem Manufacturing Co. will occur on
February 9.

St. Johns River Shipbuilding Co.—in-
vestigation of affairs of the company at
the site have been completed and are
awaiting hearings.

Subcommittee on Ship Production—
report of west coast inspection is in proe-
ess of preparation.

Many matters have come from the
committee to the Congress, and-some of

. its members by reason of physical con-

dition have carried on under great diffi-
culty. I think there has been a remark-
able showing,

Sometime ago a speech was made on
the floor of the House by one of the Mem-
bers for whom I hold the highest esteem,
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNEs], on
October 26. That was at the time he
introduced a resolution to investigate op-
erations of the United States Maritime
Commission and the War Shipping Ad-
ministration. I have a report that I
asked be prepared at that time by the
Maritime Commission in comment on

and answer to the various charges con-
tained in that speech, some 12 in number,

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert this memorandum which
came to me from the Maritime Commis-
sion as’part of my remarks on this occa-
sion.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
have to obtain that permission in the
House rather than in the Committee of
the Whole.

Mr. BLAND. I should have re-
membered that. I withdraw the request,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Virginia has expired.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Does the
gentleman desire more time?

Mr, BLAND. Perhaps 1 minute,

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield I minute to the gentle-
man from Virginia. =~

Mr. BLAND. I wish to assure the
membership of the House that this legis-

lative committee is as anxious as the-

members of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, and other Members of the House
to reduce expenditures, but we are facing
a terrific ficht in the post-war world
when the effort will be made again to
drive the American flag- from the seas,
and, God helping me, they shall not do it.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman tell me how the time stands?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Virginia has remaining 1 hour and
15%2 minutes; the gentleman from Il-
linois, 21 minutes.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I sneld
to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Taser] 21 minutes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I shall
not spend a great deal of the committee’s
time this afternoon. There are two or
three things I wish to speak about: one
is this bill. There are some things in
it that I believe are provided for rather
liberally and can be trimmed some and I
hope that when we get to the reading of
the bill they may be corrected.

I wish to talk for a moment about a
couple of things that are outside the
range of this bill. The first is the Office
of War Information. Perhaps some of
those in the Chamber now will remember
that I called attention to certain things
when an appropriation for that organi-
zation was before the House, and called
attention fo the way they were operating
and to the fact that their broadecasts
were not in the interests of our war
effort.

At this point I am going to put in the
RECORD, in accordance with consent that
was granted me in the House, an edito-
rial from this morning’s Washington
Post entitled “Sherwood's Foresters.”
The article follows:

SHERWOOD'S FORESTERS

Both the war effort and our good name
abroad have hardly been aided by the high-
handed and bizarre operations of Robert E.
Sherwood’s overseas branch of the Office of
War Information. The wonder arises over the
long tolerance of those operations. One rea-
son is doubtless the bond of friendship exist-
ing between writers for the newspapers and
writers for the O. W. I. Old colleagues hate
to start stone throwing. Moreover, O. W. I.
has invoked the ald of newspaper writers,
who thereupon feel, in some vague way, that
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they have an equal stake with staffi members
in shielding O. W.I. The result is that O. W.
I has not had the criticism which its over-
seas operations in general deserve. The
criticism has mainly been esoteric, restricted
to circulation in the black market which, as
we have previously shown, prospers on much
better news than ever appears on the public
counters. Stories of the way the “Ruritan-
lane” must have split their sides over this or
that broadecast have become part of the folk-
lore of wartime Washington. Mr, Davis’ defi-
nitive threat of resignation makes at long last
for a show-down.

Fortunately for the war effort, the War De-
partment already has taken measures to pro-
tect the war effort from the asinities perpe-
trated by the O. W. 1. broadcast control. The
step follows a suggestion which had been
made several times in the Post. A psycho-
logical warfare branch has been set up, with a
unit attached to every army. From now on
0. W.I and O. 8. 8. in the field will function
directly under this unit’s instructions, though
0. W. I. will be left, of course, to disseminate
propaganda over the seven seas from the New
York headquarters. Thus the general prob-
lem remains. Nor will it necessarily be solved
by the resignation of Mr. Davis., For that
would be Interpreted as a triumph for Mr,
Sherwood and a new lease of life for the auto-
cratic Warburg-Barnes-Johnson group which
flourishes in New York in consequence of Mr.
Sherwood’s influence at the White House,

Mr. Sherwood's control over the overseas
branch always has been shadowy. So far as
we can make out, he descends from his eyrie,
where he doubtless contrasts the dreamworld
of his plays with the world as it really is, only
to sign blank checks of authority to his
foresters in the jungle below. What is going
to happen to them? Clearly they must be
brought under some kind of control. From
all accounts they are independent even of the
brain trust on Mr. Davis’ pay roll in Wash-
ington. Here there are real experts who know
the countries that we are propagandizing,
But the Warburg-Barnes-Johnson satrapy,
evidently, are averse from using their mate-
rial. The reasons seem to be, first, that it is
related specifically to the country to be talked
to, and, secondly, that facts must be subordi-
nated to opinions. This is one world to the
ideology boys in New York in which Arab and
Norwegian can be equally appealed to with
the same pabulum.

Mr. Sherwood's operations, as we have sald
before, should be brought under control of
the Btate Department, and more attention
should be paid to the foreign correspondents,
who, given any kind of access to material,
would do a good deal of O. W. I’s job abroad
gratis and, obviously, with far better effect.
Mr. Edward Weintal sought to encourage this
aid when he acted as lialson officer between
the O. W. I. and the foreign correspondents.
But for some inexplicable reason Mr, Davis
decided to dispense.with both him and the
job. It may be, in the light of the present
ruckus, that the overseas branch had as little
use for the foreign correspondents as for the
experts in the O. W. I. Perhaps, since the
branch acts as if all values had been over-
turned, it thought of the work of thdése cor-
respondents as unfair competition,

It is apparent from this article that
the foreign branch of the Office of War
Information under Mr. Sherwood is ui-
terly worthless and is a liability to our
war effort. It is apparent from that ar-
ticle, as I stated on the floor a couple of
months ago, that the activities relating to
propaganda have had to be taken over by
the War Department and that what this
outfit does out of New York and what it
does in the nature of supplying help for
the war effort does not count in the
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slightest degree. That feature is bad
enough but in addition to that they are
following the same thing with reference
to their domestic set-up.

I call attention to a letter which the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. LESINSKI]
on Wednesday of this week sent to Mr,
Davis, Director of the Office of War In-
formation, It appears that Mr. Alan
Cranston, Chief of the Foreign Language
Division in the O. W. 1. has placed on the

rolls a man named Adam Kulikowski as

a member of the Foreign Language Divi-
sion in the United States Office of War
Information. Mr. Kulikowski is sup-
posed to have ideas contrary to those of
the people who believe in the Constitution
of the United States. He is charged with
having a poor knowledge of Polish and
being unable to speak anything better
than pigeon Polish, bearing definite trace
of Russian grammar, etymology, and
syntax. He is stirring up a lot of trouble
among the Polish people in the large
centers of the United States. Why
should the Government of the United
States place that kind of a person upon
the pay roll to stir up trouble among
our people, a man who misrepresents the
attitude of the Polish people here in this
country?

‘It has long been known by those who
would be frank with the Congress and it
has long been said that the Office of War
Information is without .executive man-
agement. It has also been said that that
branch of the overseas service under Mr.
Sherwood, together with Mr. Barnes, Mr.
Johnson, and Mr, Warburg, is not doing a
job to help the war effort. It is perfectly
apparent that the effort that was made
here and which failed to cut $4,000,000 out
of the appropriation for this group was
clearly in the interest of the war effort
and should have been carried. I am in
hopes that when we get to considering
another bill for the Office of War Infor-
mation the interests of the United States
will come first and that we will not go
ahead and appropriate a lot of money
for things that are not in the interest of
our war effort, . :

Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word or
two about a bill that will be brought be-
fore the House on Tuesday next, as I un-
derstand it, which would permit the sol-
diers 4o vote. Preliminarily, I want to
refer to that very intemperate message
that came here the other day from the
President of the United States. He
stated that the bill is a fraud. Personally
I resent that kind of an accusation
against a responsible and honored com-
mittee of this House. The statement was
ill-considered, it was not based upon a
knowledge of the bill, and evidently not
upon the situation existing.

It is perfectly apparent that every
Member of this House wants the soldiers
tc have the opportunity to vote. I want
to see such a bill considered, not on the
basis of wild statements made either by
the President or by any of his supporters
or by anyone in opposition to the bill,
but entirely upon the merits, and with
the idea of working out a bill which will
permit the boys who are overseas fighting
for us to vote. It is of the utmost im-
portance that we give them that right,

.
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it is of the utmost importance that we do
it in such a way that their votes can be
counted.

What are the constitutional provisions
that we are up against and what is the
situation with reference to the States?
For a moment I wish to read a very few
sections, a very few words out of certain
sections of the Constitution, with ref-
erence to the qualifications of voters.

Article I, section 2, referring to the
qualifications of voters for Representa-
tives in Congress states:

And the electors in each State shall have
the qualifications requisite for electors of the
most numerous branch of the State legisla-
ture.

In order that there may be no misun-
derstanding and so that it will not be
necessary to repeat, I call attention to
amendment No. 17 of the Constitution
where the same language is provided for
the qualifications of those who might vote
for United States Senator in each State.

Now I would like to call attention to
section 4, article I, reading:

The times, places, and manner of holding
elections for Senators and Representatives
shall be prescribed in each State by the legis-
lature thereof, but the Congress may at any
time by law make or alter such regulations
except as fo the places of choosing Senators.

There is also this provision, section 5;

Each House shall be the judge of the elec-
tions, returns, and qualifications of its own
Members. 2

“That is section 5 of article I.
Article II, section 1, reads in part as
follows:

Each State shall appoint, in such manner
as the legislature thereof may direct, a num-
ber of electors, equal to the whole number of
Senators and Representatives to which the
State may be entitled in the Congress: but
no Senator or Representative, or person
holding an office of trust or profit under the
United States, shall be appointed an elector,

Section 2 of amendment XIV perhaps
has some bearing on it. It reads as fol-
lows:

Representatives shall be apportioned
among the several States according to their
respective numbers, counting the whole
number 'of persons in each State, excluding
Indians not taxed. But when the right to
vote at any election for the choice of electors
for President and Vice President of the
United States, Representatives in Congress,
the executive and judicial officers of a State,
or the members of the legislature thereof, is
denied to any of the male inhabitants of
such State, being 21 years of age, and citi-
zens of the United States, or in any way
abridged, except for partitipation in rebel-
lion, or other crime, the basis of representa-
tion therein shall be reduced in the propor-
tlon which the number of such male citi-
gens shall bear to the whole number of male
citizens 21 years of age in such State.

These are the sections that I intend to
have in the REcorp as a part of my state-
ment.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Nebraska, !

Mr. CURTIS. May I call the gentle-
man’'s attention to a further sentence in
section 1 of article II. The gentleman
has read that portion which provides for
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the selection of electors in the manner
prescribed by the legislatures of the sev-
eral States. Following that there is one
other sentence I should like to mention.
It is this:

The Congress may determine the time of
choosing the electors, and the day on which
they shall give their votes; which day shall
be the same throughout the United States.

A similar section with respect to the
Members of Congress grants to us au-
thority to legislate with respect to the
manner of holding elections, but in the
case of a President we are given that
authority. The authority does not go as
to the manner of holding an election, but
;nerely as to the time of choosing elec-

ors. - . -

Mr. TABER. Ithink that is correct.

Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts,

Mr. McCORMACEK. Would the gen-
tleman state how he voted on the Ram-
sey bill that passed a few years ago?
That is the bill waiving the payment of
a poll tax as a condition precedent to
the voting of the men in the service, and
also waiving registration

Mr., TABER. I cannot recall how I
voted without having the bill in front of
me, Is the gentleman familiar with
that?

Mr. McCORMACK. If Idid know how
my friend voted I would not state it. I
thought he might know. However, as-
suming the argument of my friend is
correct, would it not apply equally
against that bill, because Congress by
that bill waived the necessity of paying a
poll tax, .

Mr., TABER. If the gentleman will
listen a little longer he will see that I
am making no argument. I am simply
stating facts, and calling attention to
certain things that I desire to have in
the Recorp for the benefit of the Mem-
bers when they come to meet this situa-
tion. I am not stating a definite posi-
tion upon anything. I have stated that
I felt that for the purpose of considering
this legislation which is coming up, as I
understand, on Tuesday—if I am not
correct on that I should like to be
corrected.

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman is
correct.

Mr. TABER. 1 felt that these things
should be brought to the attention of
the Members that they may understand
some of the problems we are up against
in meeting this legislation.

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman
knows I have great respect and friend-
ship for him. Inview of the gentleman's
statement, with his permission I will
withdraw the questions I asked.

Mr. TABER. Frankly, I have not
taken any definite position as to any
specific language or anything of that
kind and I do not intend to do so here
today. I do intend to call attention, if
I have the opportunity, to several things
that I feel should be considered and
should be met, so that when we give the
soldiers the vote that vote can be
counted, and its counting can be en-
forced just as far as it is possible to do
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s0. That is my object in rising here
today. I hope the problem is ap-
proached by every Member of the House
not with the idea of involving the thing
in a lot of preconceived prejudices or
with the desire to follow someone, but
with the desire to pass a bill which will
hold water and give these boys the vote.
That is the only thought I have in mind
at this time,

Mr. McCORMACK, I think no finer
thought could be entertained by any
Member or no finer expression could be
made than what the gentleman has just
stated.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr,
Chairman, I yield 5 additional minutes
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. I would hope that this
problem would be appreached on Tues-
day not with the idea of putting the bill
through just because it is somebody’s bill
or because somebody is back of it, but
so that our soldier boys may have the
right to vote and vote their own convic-
tions, without the least bit of pressure
or anything of that kind upon them; and
I would hope that everyone here, re-
gardless of the middle aisle, would take
that same position.

Mr. RANKIN, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. Whether or not the
gentleman voted for the bill that was
passed a couple of years ago, the mere
fact that a man made a mistake and
voted for an unconstitutional bill at one
time is no reason why he should con-
tinue to do the same thing, especially on
@ bill like this that involves the very
existence of States’ rights. There is an
old saying that while the lamp holds out
to burn the vilest sinner may return. We
are ready to welcome the gentleman
from Massachusetts back into the con-
stitutional fold when we get through
winning this battle for States’ rights.

Mr, TABER. I do not want to get in-
volved in any discussion along the line
of States’ rights or anything else. What
I want to get to as we approach the
problem is this: It is apparent from the
sections of the Constitution I have read
that the Congress in itself has nothing to
do with the qualifications or the count-
ing of the ballots for electors for Presi-
dent. The Congress might have certain
jurisdiction, if you so construe the
language of these sections, with refer-
ence to the voting and to certain quali-
fications with regard to the office of
Benator or of Representative in Congress.
Under those circumstances, it looks to
me as if it were incumbent upon the Con-
gress to see to it just as far as is possible
for us to do that these boys have the
right to vote for President. I want to
see this thing put up to them, and put

_up so that it will do some good.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. Yes.

Mr, WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, like
the majority leader, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr, McCormack], I, too,
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have greaf respect for the sincerity of the
gentleman from New York, but I think
that he will admit that in all questions
that confront us there are different ideas
as to the constitutional interpretations.
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr, FLAN-
NAGAN] to my mind made a fine exposi-
tion of the constitutional questions in-
volved, and he relied upon the war pow-
ers of the Congress, and points out,
justly so, I think, that where they do ob-
tain, they transcend all other provisions
of the Constitution, and even transcend

State laws and also Federal laws and’

State constitutions, and he drew an
analogy of how in the last war the Con-
gress passed a law reaching into the
State courts and stopping actions at law
against members of the armed forces,
with the idea of protecting their civil
rights, something which Congress could
have no right to do except under the war
powers; and then he argues, and I think
rightly so, that if the Congress has a
right to protect the civil rights of the
armed forces, that political rights rise
even higher, and that Congress has s
right to control them, and by getting an
effective ballot to the soldiers, would not
that be a tremendous factor in morale
for fighting the war? 2

Mr.. TABER. That is why I want to
see an effective ballot sent to them, not
one that will not be counted when it gets
back home. Perhaps that is not the way
to approach the problem——

Mr. WRIGHT. Oh,I think it is, and I
think-the gentleman’s approach is sin-

cere. Iam very much interested in what
he says.
Mr. TABER. I hope when we get to

this situation on Tuesday, that absolute
sincerity with reference to the working
out of something that will permit these

_ boys to vote will be the thing that we

will have in mind, and that we will not
be like the country lawyer—be more in-
sistent on our own verbiage than we are
on getting somewhere.

Mr, GILCHRIST. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. GILCHRIST. I cannot find out
what bill it is that we are going to have
before us on Tuesday. I was just in the
Clerk’s office, and I got an armful of bills
on this question. I was told that it
would be Senate 1225. Is that the bill?
What is the bill that we are going to con-
sider on Tuesday?

Mr. MICHENER. Who is the author
of the bill the gentleman has in mind?

Mr, GILCHRIST. They do not know
in the Clerk’s office. -

Mr. CASE. I think the gentleman re-
fers to the bill that is on the House Cal-
endar.

Mr, MICHENER., The rule provides
that the committee bill, the report of
which was written by the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Ranxkin] will be
brought up for consideration. The
minority bill, the so-called Worley bill,
will be in order to be offered as a sub-=
stitute. That is as far as the rule goes.
It is a wide-open rule and any amend-
ments that the House desires to offer
may be offered,
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Mr. CASE. A substitute would be in
order?

Mr. MICHENER. Yes: always. It is
my own view that the Senate bill prob-
ably will be over here and will be in order
also as a substitute. 3

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, we have no further requests
for time for debate, and I ask that the
Clerk read the first paragraph of the
bill.

The Clerk read to the end of line 7 on
page 1.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I move that the Committee
do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and,
the Speaker pro tempore haying resumed
the chair, Mr. WHITTINGTON, Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that that
Committee had had under consideration
the bill H. R. 4070, and had come to no
resolution thereon.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed, with amend-
ments in which the concurrence of the
House is requested, a joint resolution of
the House of the following title:

H.J.Res.208. Joint resolution making an
appropriation to assist in providing a supply
and distribution of farm labor for the cal=
endar year 1944,

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendments to
the foregoing joint resolution, reguests a
conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and appoints Mr. McEKEeLLAr, Mr. GLasS,
Mr. HaypEnN, Mr, Typings, Mr. RUSSELL,
Mr. NYE, Mr. Lopcg, and Mr, HoLMAN to
be the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MICHENER. Mr, Speaker, a par=
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman will state it.
Mr, MICHENER. I wonder if the

Chair could tell us what the program is
for next week?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
now under consideration will continue
on Monday. It is assumed that the bill
will be concluded on Monday. If so, the
soldiers’ vote bill will be next in order on
Tuesday. If this bill be not disposed of
on Monday, then it will be disposed of on
Tuesday, and the next business in order
will be the soldiers’ vote bill.

Mr. MICHENER. Then there being 4
hours of general debate on the soldiers’
vote bill, probably we will not reach the
bill under the b5-minute rule until
Wednesday.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That
would be the idea of the Chuzir; yes. The
probability is that Tuesday will be oc-
cupied in general debate, and that on
Wednesday the bill will be taken up un-
der the 5-minute rule.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
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the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Branp] be permitted to extend his re-
marks he made today by inserting a
brief memorandum in respect to charges
made by Representative RoBerT F. JONES
in October 1643, regarding the War Ship-
ping Administration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. HorFFman]l be per-
mitted to revise and extend all the re-
marks he made today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that I be permitted
to print as a part of my remarks section
2 of the fourteenth amendment to the
Constitution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] be permitted to
revise and extend his remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

SUPPLY AND DISTRIBUTION OF FARM

LABOR FOR 1944

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker's table the resolution (H. J.
Res. 208) making an appropriation to
assist in providing a supply and distribu-
tion of farm labor for the calendar year
1944, with Senate amendments, disagree
to the Senate amendments and ask for a
conference, .

The Clerk read the title of the House
join’ resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Missouri? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears.none, and without objection
appeints the following conferees: Mr.
CannoN of Missouri, Mr. Woobrum of
Virginia, Mr, Luprow, Mr, SnyDER, M,
O'NEaL, Mr. Rasaur, Mr. JoHnsoN of
Oklahoma, Mr. TaBer, Mr. WIGGLES-
WORTH, Mr, LaMBERTSON, and Mr. POWERS,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the REecorp on two separate
matters, and to include a newspaper edi-
torial.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from New Mexico [Mr, ANDERSON]
is recognized for 30 minutes.

ROLL-CALL VOTE ON THE SOLDIER-VOTE
BILL

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr,
Speaker, I want to say a few things about
the soldier-vote bhills in order to try to
get them in some permanent form in
the REcorD. Some may ask, What can be
the significance of a roll-call vote on a

Without
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move for the previous question when the
rule for the soldier vote is under con-
sideration on Tuesday? Some can say,
“We do not see how that has any pos-
sible significance. We do not under-
stand how you can attribute to it any
special importance.”

I am reminded at this time of a news-
paper story that goes back into my early
newspaper experiences. A newspaper in
the city of Denver, one that was some-
times greatly interested in getting pub-
licity for itself, got a private tip that the
price of milk was to be reduced in the
city of Denver a half cent a quart 4 days
later. On the following morning it
lowered the masthead of the newspaper
to print prominently a terrific blast
against the milk industry of Denver and
said, “We demand that the price of milk
be reduced at least a half cent for the
sake of the poor children, and if it is not,
this paper will tear to shreds the present
combination that has been able to pre-
se-ve artificial prices.”

The next day it came out with addi-
tional vigorous and violent editorials,
and the following day with the same sort
of thing. The next morning, of course,
the decrease in the price of milk, which
was already agreed upon, became ef-
fective. That newspaper praised itself to
the skies. What ordinarily would have
been worth half a stickful on the front
page became worth columns of front-
page editorial comment. When I re-
minded one of the men connected with
that sheet that they had blown up the
story a little bit he said to me, “News
is what you make it.”

I say to this House that a vote is what
you make it and a roll call has the sig-
nificance that you are able to place be-
hind it and behind the reasons that moti-
vate the Members of the House in asking
for it. When Tuesday comes, after an
hour’s debate upon the rule, the previous
question will be moved and in the ordi-
nary fashion of this House the previous
question would be ordered without a dis-
senting word.

But on Tuesday that is not going to be
the situation. The chairman of the
Committee on Election of President, Vice
President and Representatives in Con-
gress will stand and demand a yea-and-
nay vote on the question and we are con-
vineed that plenty of people will stand
with him to see that there is a yea-and-
nay vote. Why does he want a yea-and-
nay vote on the previous question prior
to the adoption of a rule? 1Is it only so
that the matter can be brought before
the House? No; because that is one of
the certain ways in which you can get
an absolute record vote on this important
question. So I say to you, do not pay any
attention to what an ordinary roll call on
the previous question might mean.
There will be significance in this Tues-
day vote. It will be built into the signifi~
cant vote by the people who are demand-
ing that there shall be a clear-cut roll-
call vote on the question whether or not
there will be a simple, uniform, Federal
ballot used in the election by these men
and women in the armed services who
serve us in all parts of the world.
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That is the privilege of any group.
That is the privilege of this distinguished
body of Congress if it desires. Those of
us who are devoted to the principles of
the Worley bill have a perfect right to try
to make sure there shall be a significant
and clear-cut expression on that pro-
posed legislation.

So I say to you that concerning Tues-
day next, word can just as well go out
now over the couniry that to vote for
the previous question is to vote to prevent
a sure record vote on the principles of
the Worley bill; and a vote against the
previous question is evidence that the
Member desires to take the first step to
make possible a sure record vote on the
question of uniform Federal ballots for
our servicemen.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr. JENSEN. I am wondering if the
gentleman from New Mexico has anybody
in mind; that is, any Congressman who
is not ready to show his colors on this
vote. Does the gentleman have anybody
particularly in mind?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
I can tell better after the roll call on
the previous guestion on Tuesday.

Mr. JENSEN. My fine colleague and
able Representative from New Mexico
would not infer that there is any Member
of Congress who is not ready to vote his
convictions at any time on this bill?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. No;
I would not infer there was any Member
of Congress not ready to vote his con-
vietions, but I just want to be very sure
when the boys who are serving all over
the world come home they will be able
to loock up some record and find who
wanted to give them a Federal uniform
ballot, because I am afraid, and I will
later come to that, I am afraid there will
be no assurance that they will get that
type of ballot under any other kind of
law.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
1 yield.

Mr. MONRONEY. I want to com-
mend the gentleman from New Mexico
on the gallant fight he has made to bring
about a record vote on this vital issue.
I would like to say in answer to the ques-
tion just asked him that many Members
on the Democratic side appeared before
the Committee on Rules to beg that they
be given a chance to go on record on this
vital issue. In some manner the record
vote was denied in the Rules Commit-
tee. We were not given a chance to vote
this main question up or down according
to our own convictions.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Iac-
companied the gentleman from Okla-
homa to the Rules Committee to plead
and ask for that opportunity for a sure,
clear-cut record vote on that issue,

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr. MICHENER. I am sure that we
all want to be fair about this,
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Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico, Yes;
I have tried to be fair.

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman ap-

peared before the Commit{ee on Rules
and the other gentlemen and asked for
an open rule, The printed record will
so show.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. If
it does, it will be a very bad record, be-
cause I did not ask for just that, as the
gentleman from Michigan knows.

Mr. MICHENER. If I may be per-
mitted to continue my observation, the
gentleman appeared and I asked him if
he was asking for an open rule. I under-
stood him to say he was. The majority
of the committee asked for an open rule.
Then T said, “What the gentleman wants
is to go further than an open rule. He
wants a special rule. The gentleman
does not want a rule under the general
rules of the House.” You said in sub-
stance, “Well, we want an opportunity to
assure a record vote, regardless of the
rules of the House.” Then we discussed
motions to recommit. I said to you, and
I think you agreed, that under the rule
which you have here there can be a rec-
ord vote.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
will agree with the gentleman there can
be, but there is not a certainty.

Mr, MICHENER. What I do not want
is to have the very fair gentleman from
New Mexico inadvertantly imply that the

. Rules Committee was attempting to do

something to prevent a voite under the
rules of the House.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
just want to say this to my good friend
from Michigan. He knows my high re-
spect for him. At no time have I im-
plied any improper action on the part of
the Committee on Rules. I did not crit-
icize what the Rules Committee had done.
In fact, I never even mentioned the Com-
mittee on Rules until he himself men-
tioned it.

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr. WORLEY. I may say to the gen-

tleman from Michigan, there was no
doubt in his mind exactly what kind of
rule we desired regardless of the deserip-
tion applied to it. Did not the gentle-
man know we wanted a rule which would
permit us to have a record vote on pro+
viding a regular, uniform, Federal ballot
along with the State ballot?
* Mr. MICHENER. Yes; he took the
committee at its word. I saidright away
I would vote for the open rule asked for
under the general rules of the House.
Under such a procedure, there can be a
vote on every proposal if the House so
desired. By voting down the previous
question, the House can work its will, and
it will work its will.

This rule in no way prevents or can
prevent a voie on the Worley bhill if a
mejority of the Heouse wants it, without
the arbitrary intervention of tke Rules
Committee coming in and telling the
House that it has to work its will in a
peculiar way, figured out and written by
the Rules Committee.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Now,
let me state this so that we understand

each other., I am not trying to prevent
the Hcuse from working its will, but T
want that will to be also the will of the
American people with reference to
soldier voting. I think the mothers and
fathers who have sent their boys into the
armed services all over the world want
those boys to have a vote if those boys
want it.

What is going to be the situation be-
fore this House? The Rules Committee,
although it was asked by the chairman
of the Committee on Election of Presi-
dent, Vice President, and Representatives
in Congress to grant two roll calls, de-
cided that it was not within the province
of the committee, or at least was not the
proper action. We called the attention
of the Rules Committee many times to
the fact that it had happened before, and
we called attention to the peculiar cir-
cumstances that existed. The rules of
this House provide that the minority
party shall have the right to make a mo-
tion to recommif. What is the action of
the minority party on this matter?
When the soldier-vote legislation came
before the Committee on Election of
President, Vice President, and Represen-
tatives in Congress, every Republican
member of the committee voted against
the Worley bill and for the other hill,
with the result that the actual minority
is represented by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. WorLeEY] and if we wanted
to be fair we weould say, “Yes, represent-
ing the minority on this bill, you shall
have that right to move to recommit on
the grounds you prefer.”

But I do not wish to tear down the
rules and traditions of this House. I do
not want to take away from the minority
party the privilege that it has of making
a motion to recommit, So rather than
attack the action of the Rules Commit-
tee, rather than to say it was improper or
unjust—because that committee is
charged with preserving the traditions of
this House—we said, ‘“There is a very
simple way, and that is to place on some-
thing a significance that it does not or-
dinarily have, and announce to the
country that it will have that signifi-
cance,” and then state it so clearly and
s0 many times before the vote is taken
that no one thereafter will be able to
deny what the significance of that vote
was.

That does not tear down the rules of
the House. That lets the chips fall where
they belong.

My, CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to have the
gentleman'’s advice with reference to this
matier.

Mr. ANDERSCN of New Mexico. I
would advise my friend to vote for the
uniform Federal hallot, because the boys
will come home some day and tell you
what they wanted,

Mr. CURTIS. Al right. Suppose a
Member is honestly convineed that the
Worley bill will not give the soldiers the
right to vote on a ballot that will be
counted. I am admitting there is dis-
agreement on that; but if a Member is
convinced that the Worley bill will not
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give the soldier the right to vote a ballot
to be counted, should he still vote against
the motion for the previous question be-
cause of the political significance that
you attach to it?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
would not ask any man to do that. He
could help a lot if he would. I would
suggest that the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. Curtis] read the Worley
bill, and he may then go with us all the
way.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico., I
yield to the gentleman from South
Dakota.

Mr. CASE. Personally, I want to ex-
press a little regret that we are getting
so much heat engendered on the subject,
because there are, despite the President’s
suggestion that people were not sincere
in this, and that they were talking with
their tongues in their cheeks—ihere are
a great many Members in this House who
are sincere and who want the soldiers’
vote and want the soldiers to have a bal-
lot to be counted when it comes back
home,

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
grant that.

Mr. CASE, On yesterday I called af-
tention to the fact that a former Demo-
cratic Member of this body, Mr. W. D,
Jamieson, of Iowa, has called attention
to the fact that the Constitution of the
State of Texas provides that absentee
ballots cannot be counted unless they are
provided by the election officials of Texas
in a certain way. I do not know whether
that is true or not, but Mr. Jamieson in
his article said that, and he was surprised
to find out that was a fact. The majority
leacder yesterday suggested various States
which did not have provisions for ab-
sentee ballots. If we ean keep this thing
on something resembling a level without
heat, it may be possible for a majority
of the House to get together and work
out a system whereby a ballot can be
put into the hands of every soldier that
will be counted when it gets back home,

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico, That
is right, and remembering the contribu-
tion which the gentleman from South
Dakota has made to this Nation by his
simple amendment on renegotiation, I
would be the last person in the world to
question his motives, whether he votes
for or against the Worley bill. He will
vote his conscience, and I know it.

Mr. TABER. Mr., Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, ANDERSON of New Msxico. I
yield.

Mr. TABER. I was a little disap-
peinted in one thing that the gentleman
said. The gentleman szaid that if we did
not vote for a straight out Federal ballot
we would feel it when the soldiers came
home.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I said
they would hear from them.

Mr. TABER Now, I want the gentle-
man to consider this: Are we going to
vote for something because it is right and
the right thing to do, that will really give
the soldiers a vote, or are we going to vote
because we are afraid of our responsi-
bilities? I am going to vote the way I
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think I ought to vote, and I do not pro-
pose to do it because of fear. I believe
that the soldiers, when they come back,
will reward the fellow who stood up for
what was right.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
subsecribe to what the gentleman has said.
All I meant to say was that when the boys
come home they will know then whether
they were able to participate in the 1944
elections. They will know whether bal-
lots reached them. There will be no
doubt in their minds.

I want to say this: I have a very real
reason why I have become so interested
in this soldier-vote legislation. It is not
that I have a boy in the armed services

“that I am going to face when he comes

back. I have a reason that enters into
it that perhaps is peculiar to my State.
New Mexico is one of the two States in
the Union that has a constitutional bar
that will not allow anybody to vote under
the bill that is going to be reported to
this House. No constitutional lawyer of
any standing will stand up and say that
under the bill which has been reported
out by the majority members of the com-
mittee—not the Worley bill but the other
bill—that one single New Mexico soldier
can vote under that bill,

Why does that concern me? If you
read today’s paper, you read the horrible
story of what happened to the boys in
the Philippine Islands and on Bataan.
I want to remind this House that the
greatest percenfage of men on Bataan
came from the State of New Mexico. I
need not remind this House that one-
tenth of all the soldiers on Bataan were
from my State with its small population.
Five hundred thousand people contrib-
uted one-tenth of all the Bataan soldiers
to a Nation of 130,000,000 people.

To say to that State that its boys can-
not vote is a shame. I am going to do
what I can to make it possible that the
boys from my State, no matter where
they may be, shall have a chance to vote,
Constitutional lawyers will tell you that
under the provision that says that the
Congress has a right to regulate the time,
place, and manner of elections for Presi-
dent, Vice President, and Members of
Congress, the people of my State may
vote, in spite of the peculiar constitu-
tional requirements.

Now, I will be glad to yield to the dis-
tinguished minority leader.

Mr, McCORMACE. I think the ques-
tion asked by the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. CurTis] was a very fair one,
but I have a different opinion from that
expressed in the answer given by the
gentleman from New Mexico. I think a
Member could have honest convictions,
clear convictions, that the bill reported
out is for the best interests of those in
the service, and still vote against the
previous question upon the theory that
this is an unusual situation. Certainly
it is an unusual exception to the bills
that come before the House generally.
And in order to afford the membership a
clear opportunity to vote one way or
the other for both bills, a Member, even
in his own conscience feeling that the
Worley bill is not the one that we should
pass, could then say “I think the Mem-
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bers should be given an opportunity to
have a straight vote on it.”

We have done that before. It is an
exception, of course, I admit a rare ex-
ception, but on that theory I believe the
gentleman could reconcile his consecience.
He has not indicated and I am not stat-
ing that he has reached a conclusion.

Mr. CURTIS.. Oh, yes; I have a con-
science,

Mr. McCORMACEK. I am not indicat-
ing that the gentleman has reached a
conclusion yet on this bill, a judgment;
I do not know, but assuming the gentle-
man'’s judgment was that he should not
vote for the Worley bill I still believe that
under the unusual situation he would be
justified in giving an opportunity to
those in support of the Worley hill to
have a straight vote on a second motion
to recommit.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
thank the majority leader. I was going
to deal with that point later. I did not
mean to answer the gentleman from Ne-
braska quite as quickly as it might have
sounded. There is a great deal to what
the majority leader has said. We should
adopt some rule that would give the
House the right really to express itself,
I submit that the House should have the
right to pass on the situation. I do not
think it would bother the conscience of
the gentleman from Nebraska in the
slightest if he voted to give an oppor-
tunity on the floor of this House for us
to have a direct vote on this question. I
admit it is a question on which there are
two sides. Some Members with absolute
sincerity and the highest integrity could
take one position and other Members
could take another. I do not question
the basis upon which any Member may
reach it; I merely ask: Why do we not
have a roll call where we can record our-
selves and find out after it is over which
bill did afford the soldiers an opportunity
to vote? S

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield. >

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I am going
to request the gentleman—I am not go-
ing to ask him to develop it here, but I
would like for him to put in the REcorbp,
if he would, at the point where he stated
something about what the law was in his
own State, if he would put a little state-
ment in that would give us a little clearer
picture in the Recorp of what the law is
in his State so that we may have an idea
for ourselves how that might be handled
in a legislative way here.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. -I
shall be very glad to do it right now.

Mr. TABER. And how the Federal
votes might be counted under the laws
of his State.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. We
have a peculiar constitutional provision
in our State. At the time New Mexico
came into the Union in 1912, there was
submitted, prior to its admission to the
Union—I may make some mistakes on
constitutional law; the gentleman will
recognize I am an insurance peddler and
not a lawyer—there was a peculiar situa=-
tion existing.
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An attempt was made to put through
a constitution which would probably
have disfranchised eventually a portion
of the New Mexican population on the
ground that they could not read and
write the English language but who were
literate in Spanish, and in order that the
right of Spanish-American citizens of
that State should never be sacrificed by
an English literacy clause there was a
provision written into our constitution
specifying that that section of the con-
stitution relative to certain voting re-
quirements could never be changed ex-
cept by a two-thirds vote in every county
and three-fourths vote over the State.
One year ago, in 1942, an attempt was
made in my State to amend that, to give
the soldiers the right to vote. The
amending resolution, I understand, car-
ried in every county of the State but it
did not get a two-thirds vote in all the
counties or a three-fourths vote State-
wide. The will of the people was that
the soldiers should vote, but the peculiar
constitutional provision defeated their
will. The men who have studied the
question—and I do not pose as a lawyer—
have decided that it will be permissible
to count these soldier votes on the Fed-
eral ballot basis under war-power and
emergency conditions. We are anxious
that the soldiers should vote. It isnota
controversial political issue at all, Both
parties are in agreement that the soldjers
should vote on that type of Federal
ballot,

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr. JENSEN. I know that the gentle-
man from New Mexico wants to be fair,
but I resent any inference that just be-
cause I may be in favor of a different bill
than the Worley bill I am not in favor
of legislation giving an opportunity to
vote.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
have not implied that, I am sure; I have
never implied that, not at all, in my
statement. I have not talked about the
merits of the bills at all except to sug-
gest that I do want to see a roll call on
that issue in the hope that finally we
may determine who was right. I do nof
question anybody’s motives; I do not say
that a person who is not for the Worley
bill is against the soldiers’ voting; I do
not go that far at all. I simply say that
as far as my judgment leads me I think

. that the soldiers will not receive ballots

in time to vote under any other bill and
therefore I shall vote for the Worley bill.
Any other Member of the House has a
right to his own conscience and to his
own interpretation of the situation.

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman has a
certain condition in his own State, and,
of course, that is the responsibility of his
In my State the legislature is
meeting now to arrange to set up ma-
chinery so that the soldiers from the
State of Iowa may vote for everybody
from President on down.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. 1
want to remind the gentleman of the
injunection of the Bible to be his broth=
er’s keeper and to help my people vote.
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Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr. RUSSELL. I want to congratu-
late the gentleman from New MexXico on
his statement that he was interested in
the boys from his home State. That is
my theory; that is the constitutional
theory of the United States; that is the
constitutional theory in my State, and I
am very anxicus to see the boys from
Texas vote, but I am frank to say to the
gentleman that I cannot agree with him
that a short or Federal ballot will give a
single boy in New Mexico a legal right to
vote for President. On the other hand, in
Texas there is a constitutional provision
that does not allow them to vote for
President but only for electors for the
President. In my State, if Congress
passes the bobtailed ballot or a Federal
ballot at all, it will deprive every boy
from my native State of the legal right
to vote; in fact, if any of them did vote,
they would violate the law in so doing.
Not only would it be prohibited by the
National Constitution but by the State
constitution and by several statutes of
that State. So I want to see a ballot
that will work with my legislature and
give at least 400,000 qualified voters from
Texas the right to vote.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
recognize that but also disagree on some
of these matters.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield.

Mr, CASE. Here we have a perfect il-
lustration of the situation I tried to
mention yesterday: That in some States
the bobtailed ballot might not be
counted; in some other States a ballot
might not be counted under some other
circumstances. So I have been trying to
resolve this thing in my own mind. I
am not a member of the committee that
has the responsibility of bringing out a
bill on this subject; I recognize that; I
have not pursued the matter far enough
to put this proposal into bill form yet,
but even so, in my thinking about it 1
have asked myself whether it would not
be possible for the Federal Congress to
pass a law which would say to the States
that we have advised the Army and Navy
that any ballot to reach all of the soldiers
and sailors wherever they may be should
get back in ample time to be counted
and must be mailed at least 45 days or
possibly 60 days in advance of the elec-
tion; that the Federal Government will
see to it, if you place the ballot in an
envelope addressed with the name of the
soldier or sailor and his Army or Navy
serial number in our hands by such and
such a date we will add to that his cur-
rent address as determined by the rec-
crds in the War and Navy Departments,
which will be readily obtainable from
the serial number, and we will send that
to him so that he will have time to get it
back; that if you do not provide us with
the envelope with the regular State bal-
lot, we will address an envelope and send
him one of these short ballots and that
the responsibility for counting such bal-
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lots will rest upon the election officials
of the several States when the bal-
lot comes back.

The Federal Government, in my opin-
ion, is responsible for destroying the resi-
dence of the soldiers and sailors, and be-
cause of this should restore that oppor-
tunity to the boys. That is not the re-
sponsibility of the States; it is our
system with post-card requests for bal-
lot and put it in his hands. If the State
will provide us with a ballot addressed to
him, we will put it in his hands. If the
State does not, we will give him a short
ballot, and the State officials can count
that ballot or not; and such ballots will
go to the election officials at home, and
it will be their responsibility under their
State laws.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. But
one must take into consideration the
fact that the Army and the Navy may
have something to say about it, and I do
not believe our Army and Navy officials
feel that voting under a State ballot
system with post-card requests for bal-
lots when there are 10,000 status changes
a day in our armed forces would be either
feasible or certain.

Mr. CASE. I have gone into that mat-
ter, too, somewhat.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I do
not believe it is going to be possible for
them to distribute State ballots to all
men in distant points, maybe 15 or 20 at
some single spot in New Zealand or Ice-
land or Iran.

Mr. CASE. If they were addressed as
I have indicated, each ballot would. be
simply an individual piece of mail.

-Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
There has been testimony galore before
the committee that it would be physi-
cally impossible to handle it that way,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman may
have 10 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Casgl?

There was no objection.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. MTr,
Speaker, I would like to have the chair-
man of the committee having charge of
this bill comment on the possibility that
the gentleman from South Dakota
stated.

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Speaker, my good
friend and colleague from Texas said it
could not be legally and constitutionally
done, but, as the gentleman from New
Mexico pointed out, lawyers often dis-
agree. One statement made by the gen-
tleman from Texas was to the effect
they could not cast these ballots consti-
tutionally. Let me remind him when the
Seventy-seventh Congress passed a bill,
Public Law 712, which waived registra-
tion and waived the payment of the poll
tax to members of the armed forces if
they were otherwise qualified under the
laws of that State, that in the State of
Texas more than 1,000 of those ballots
were counted.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. They
were actually counted? It is like the
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story of the man who could not be put in
jail. He was in jail.

Mr, WORLEY. He was there.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
ballots were counted?

Mr, WORLEY, Yes, ‘Under date of
January 17, 1944, the Honorable Sidney
Latham, secretary of state, in the con-
cluding paragraph of a letter to me
stated: i

From what I learn from those who were In
the office at the time, the mechanics of this
law were exceedingly difficult of administra-
tion, and only a small percentage of the votes
cast were returned in time to be counted. It
is to be hoped that your bill or one of the
other pending bills can be so written as to
provide a workable method of voting.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. That
is the voice of experience?

Mr. WORLEY, That is the voice of
experience.

Mr., WRIGHT. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I want the oppor-
tunity to answer the gentleman.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
Yes, I will give the gentleman the oppor-
tunity later. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr., WRIGHT].

Mr. WRIGHT. Coming back to the
Rules Committee, I was with the gentle-
man from New Mexico and also with the
gentleman from Texas, chairman of the
committee, and many others of my col-
leagues. I would not for 1 minute sug-
gest that the Rules Committee was moti-
vated by anything except the proper
motives in the rule that it granted; but
I do say that committee was overzealous
of precedent. I say that the rule we
asked for was an unusual rule, but we
have an unusual situation. Had the
Rules Committee granted the rule asked
for by us, which would have provided
for two motions to recommit, one to be
at the disposal of the minority party
and the other to be at the disposal of
the Elections Committee, we would not
have this fight on the floor. What we
are trying to do is to have such a rule
as will work the will of Congress, but
still give us a direct vote as between the
two ballots.

Mr. CHURCH. Will the gentleman
yield.

Mr.. ANDERSON of New Mexico,
I yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CHURCH. How much time do
you need in New Mexico in order to
amend your constitution?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico,
You would have to propose an amend-
ment at a regular session of the legisla-
ture, which will not be until January
1945. You then cannot vote upon it
until November 1946; and there are those
of us who hope the war will be over by
that time.

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. RUSSELL. Inanswer towhatmy
colleague from Texas said, and his argu-
ment, is like the two schoolboys that
the teacher caught turning over the out-
house and the justification of one of
them was because the other one did it.

The
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I may say to the gentleman the ballot
that was sent out at the time he said
so was a Texas legal ballot, it was not
a Federal ballot. It was a legal ballot
of the State of Texas.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
Can that not be done under title II of
the so-called Worley bill?

Mr. RUSSELL. Not under the short
ballot, as I stated. The second part of
the Worley bill might cover that. I
have not studied it closely enough to
say. I may also say that Mr. Latham
is not the authority down there either
of the Siate of Texas as my colleague
sald he was. The State through its
legislature can waive certain constitu-
tional provisions in this matter in order
to make the soldiers eligible to vote but
they cannot vote legally that short, bob-
tailed ballot, because not only does the
constitution but the State laws, and if he
is a lawyer he knows it, will prevent them
from voting it legally. If he wants the
soldiers to be outlaws or wants them to
vote illegally, they might be able to cast
such g ballot.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The
only thing that refreshes me is to see
that lawyers among themselves cannot
agree. Those of us who have not had
the benefit of legal training are always
happy to see such arguments go on.

Mr, DONDERO. Will the gentleman
yield?
~ Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. DONDERO. It reminds me of
the statement that when two honest men
disagree they are both right. That was
a statement by Henry Clay, I believe.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Was
not the statement when lawyers disagree
the honest man has a chance?

Mr. DONDERO. The founders of our
Republic have intentionally placed the
machinery of elections under the juris-
diction of the States. Does the gentle-
man think the Congress can pass a law
which will in any way supersede the law
of the States other than expedite the
passage of the ballots?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. My
friend from Michigan is too fine a schol-
ar not to have read that section of the
Constitution which reserves the right to
the Congress of regulating the places
and manner for holding the election of
President, Vice President, and so forth.

Mr. WORLEY, The constitutional
argument which is directed against my
bill was debated at length in the Con-
gress 2 years ago. It was thoroughly
and completely debated in the House
and in the Senate. Today that is the
law of the land as nearly as the Con-
gress has within its power to say it is
the law of the land.

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. Did
anvyhedy question it in court?

Mr. WORLEY., No.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Did

anybody take those thousand ballots of
Texas into court?

Mr. WORLEY. No. There were 28,-
000 ballots cast under the law and pre-
sumably any one of the 28,000 could
have been taken into court, but none of
them were. :

Mr. JUDD. Will the gentleman yield?

-
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Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. JUDD. What would have hap-
pened if they had heen contested in
court?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
They would have been found to be con-
stitutional. Is there a man on the floor
who would have taken it into court and
contested it or do you all know that you
passed a thoroughly constitutional law.?
That was your law 2 years ago.

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield to the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to point-

out that'the constitutional provision to
which the gentleman refers and under
which the act 2 years ago was passed
does not include the provision in regard
to the election of a President.

Mr. WORLEY. I beg the gentleman's
pardon.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Let
us get it out and read it. It says elec-
tion of President, Vice President, and
Representatives in Congress. That is
what the Constitution provides.

Mr. WORLEY. Does the gentleman
mean Public Law T12?

Mr. CURTIS. I am referring to this
“times and places” provision and manner
of holding elections for Senators and
Representatives, which states that that
shall be prescribed by the legislatures of
the States, but the Congress may at any
time pass a law altering such regulations
except as to the place of choosing Sen-
ators.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The
difficulty may be that the gentleman is
in the wrong part of the Constitution.

Mr, CURTIS, All right. I will read
another part.

Congress may deftermine the time of
choosing electors——

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico,
me see that.

Mr. WORLEY, I will show the gen-
tleman the rest of the .Constitution.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. All
that I say to my good friend from Ne-
braska is that he should have borne in
mind the illustration when somebody
asked, “What is dumber than a dumb
Irishman?” And the reply was, “A smart
Swede.” The gentleman should not ask
a dumb Swede, as I admit being, a con-
stitutional question. He is right, and I
am wrong about the inclusion of pro-
visions as to the election of President in
the Constitution.

Mr, CASE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mezxico. I
think the gentleman is trying hard to
reach a good solution, and I am happy
he is taking that position.

Mr. CASE. The question was raised
as to the problem of delivery of the bal-
lots. Of course, I would suggest that
the date be set far enough in advance so
that we.can have the agreement of the
Army and Navy, and if that date were sef
far enough in advance it should be just
as easy to get one piece of mail to the
soldier as it was to get his Christmas
packages to him. I am relying on testi-
mony which I have read that the job can
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be done if the ballots are put into the
hands of the Army and Navy at least 45
or perhaps 60 days before. Then if the
States have not provided the regular
State ballot, I would give him the Fed-
eral ballot.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico,
There was a 1ot of testimony before the
commiltee which the gentleman from
Texas is far more familiar with than I
am to the effect that the Army and Navy
has not yet been able to deliver a lot of
these Christmas packages and to do
many other things, that they were hard
pressed to find space for these various
things. The testimony of the War De-
partment was that it was much more
simple to handle this lightweight ballot
than some of these tremendous ballots
which the gentleman may he familiar
with.

He had before the committee a ballot
that was nearly 3% or 4 feet square, one
from the State of Rhode Island. You
cannot carry those things by air mail.

Mr. CASE. Did that include only can-
didates, or did it also include referendums
and other such matters?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico.
it was only for candidates. =

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CHURCH. Icommend the genfle-
man on his efforts here, but I believe he
must remember next year and the next
year and the next year, and that his ef-
forts at this time will mean that New
Mexico will see the necessity of amend-
ing its constitution. I believe the gen-
tleman is for constitutional law. He has
his own State against him on this con-
stitutional guestion, I fear. I commend
him for trying to get that constitution
amended so that we can all get that New
Mexican vote in this case.

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I do
not want to amend that provision of the
constitution because I never want to dis-
franchise any of the citizens of my State
because of inability to read or write the
English language, as long as they are lit-
erate in the Spanish language, but I do
say that this is a war emergency, Just
as in many other things we have war
powers and exercise them., We might
regard the privilege of voting on the part
of scldiers in the armed forces as out-
side of our constitution and go ahead
and take their ballot and leave our good
constitutional provision as long as we
can.

Mr. CHURCH. Does not the gentle-
man appreciate that what some of us
fear is that Public 712 on a test may be
unconstitutional in a vital election?

Mr. ANDER3SON of New Mexico. I
realize that that is a possibility, but no
person or State has tested it yetf.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I”
yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. MONRONEY. What the gentle=
man is saying is that the section in his
constitution was placed there to pre-

. vent the disfranchisement of non-Eng-

No;

lish-speaking citizens.
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Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico, That | will cast some kind of a ballot. That is The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
is right. the difference. You just give him all | objection to the request of the gentleman

Mr. MONRONEY. Is it not quite an
irony of the vote that in a world war
in which the Federal Government has
taken citizens from New Mexico and
placed them around the world to fight
for the Constitution they should be dis-
franchised by a legalistic interpretation
placed in there by opponents of a soldier-
voting act?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from New Mexico
has expired.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
be permitfed to proceed for 1 additional
minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr. JENSEN. The genfleman from
Oklahoma who just spoke brought
something to my mind. I happen to
have three nephews from the State of
New Mexico, constituents of the gentle-
man,

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico, That
is right. They are fine boys, too.

Mr., JENSEN. One of them is on a
bomber, dropping eggs on submarines in
the South Atlantic, one of them now is
across in the Atlantic' theater of war,
and the other one is on the west coast.
I want those fellows to vote.

Mr, ANDERSON of New Mexico. So
do I. They will vote a straight Repub-
lican ticket, but I want them to vote.

Mr. JENSEN, I wani them to vote as
much as I want every other soldier to
vote,

Mr. ANDERSON
Right,

Mr. JENSEN. I hope we can arrange
some kind of a ballot here to give all

of New Mexico.

these boys a chance to vote, |

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I
thank the gentleman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from New Mexico has
again expired.

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
\u?:.nimous consent to proceed for 4 min-
utes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I have
faithfully sat through all the hearings
of the Committee on Election of Presi-
dent, Vice President, and Representa-
tives in Congress. I have not had much
to say about the bill reported out or the
Worley bill. I have listened to the argu-
ment in the cloakroom and the argument
here on the floor. It is surprising to me
that, although the Vursell bill and one
section of the Worley bill are practically
identical, yet the argument hinges on
the Vursell bill versus the Worley bill,
and particularly on the section of the
Worley bill with regard to what is known
as the bobtailed ballot.

1 say that the Worley bill gives you all
the Vursell bill gives you, and then gives
the man in Italy, China, or wherever he

may be an absolute assurance that he -1

that the Vursell bill gives him, and then
give him that much more assurance. If
there is any opposition to that, it is hard
for me to understand.

The opposition is the question of
whether or not one section of the Wor-
ley bill is constitutional. Ireally think—
and I will never deal in personalities as
long as I stay in this House—that when
intelligent men, smart men, get up here
and argue and do not point out the real
facts in those bills, it means that they
evidently did not thumb over the hear-
ings, and they evidently have not care-
fully read the reports of the Secretary of
War or the Secretary of the Navy; and I
have confidence in the leadership of our
armed forces.

Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Casel was ad-
dressing the House. I interrupted him
and asked him to yield. He was ques-
tioned whether or not fair and eaual
opportunity would be given to all con-
cerned, and whether or not the ballots
would be fairly and properly handled
abroad. Much has been said abouf it.
I have talked in private with certain
gentlemen on this side about whether or
not this election would be fairly and
properly carried out. It would certainly
shatter my faith if I thought any officer
on any foreign front would abuse the
privilege that you are about to offer the
sons and daughters of America. I just
do not believe it.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Taer] came into the discussion. He
seemed to be very much concerned as to
the fairness of the distribution of space
in Government periodicals to both sides.
He mentioned the Stars and Stripes as
carrying a lot of propaganda abroad.
The Stars and Stripes does not happen to
be controlled by the Federal Govern-
ment. I believe that men on both sides
of this aisle will see to it that, just as,
under the Radio Act, if time is granted
to you time is granted over there, there
will be an equal distribution of space.

The gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr, Case] also brought into the discus-
sion the great Abraham Lincoln. He
was & great man. The South learned to
love him. The South lost its greatest
friend in his death. Mr. Lincoln had
some difficulty in 1864, The gentleman
from South Dakota was discussing the
President’s message. I do not believe it
has been charged that the President
ever went so far as fo wire any com-
mander of any of our forces, either at
home or abroad, about the elections or
about voting. But Mr. Lincoln did wire
General Grant. He asked him, “Send me
what you know of your Army’s vote.”
That was an occasion in 1864 when Mr,
Lincoln and Mr. McClellan were candi-
dates, and the South at that time did
not have an election.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks and
include therein an editorial from the
Raleigh News and Observer, edited by the
honorable Josephus Daniels, Secretary
of the Navy during the period of World
War No. 1.

from North Carolina?
There was no objection.
The editorial referred to follows:

SOLDIER VOTING IN 1864

There was no Presldential election In tne
Confederacy in 1864 and therefore no lesson
to be learned as to voting by soldiers, In
the North, Lincoln and MecClellan were the
rival candidates and the soldief vote was im-
portant then as now. However, the Army
there was organized entirely on State Hnes—
unlike the organization of the Army today
when jn every regiment will be found men
from a score of States. Then they fought as
State men. Now they fight as United States
soldiers, -It was comparatively easy then for
men to vote on the line of Btates’ rights,
Now it is practically impossible.

In 1864 it.was sald by the supporters of
Lincoln, “The soldiers won by a big majority.”

Lincoln was not above seeking the soldier
vote and keeping in touch with Grant about
it. In October he telegraphed Grant that
while the outlook was good in Oliio and Indi-
ana, “it was none too good in Pennsylvania.”
He added, “Send me what you know of your
army vote.” Just suppose next November
Roosevelt was to send such a message to
Marshall or Eisenhower,

Lincoln's civilian majority in New York,
Pennsylvania, and Connecticut was so slight
that it would have been upset if the soldier
vote from those States had gone largely antl=
Lincoln. In Pennsylvania, Lincoln’s civilian
majority was only 20,000 out of 573,000 votes
cast, and 39,000 additional votes were cast
by soldiers, giving him an additional ma-
Jority of 14,000. In New York, where the
soldier votes were not counted separately,
Lincoln’s majority was less than 7,000 out
of 780,000 votes cast,

Samuel Grafton in the Philadelphia Rec-
ord says that, whereas a few weeks ago the

- Republican politicians were happy because

they thought they had done a smart trick
in passing a measure in the Senate that
would make it so difficult most soldiers
couldn’t vote, they now are terrorized be-
cause they have been hearing it thunder,
The folks back home and the armed forces
are demanding a plain and easy way to vote.

. Mr. Grafton in his article says:

“The Republican Party is finding out that
life is real, life is earnest.”

With what glee did a majority of the
party’s Senators help kill the Green-Lucas
soldier-voting bill, a bare 6 weeks ago! They
never seem to have had a moment.of doubt
about it. Of course, 1t was proper to kill the
bill; wasn't the big issue States’ rights?
“The big issue,” as Mark Sullivan explained,
“is Btates’ rights.,” Colonel McCormick, of
Chicago, thought that the big 1ssue was
States’ rights. Captain Patterson, of the
New York Daily News, also added his opinion
that the big issue was States’ rights.

The big issue, you see, was States’ rights.
There was something almost touching in the
Republicans' absolute faith that their own
speclal and private language, which they have
usged so long among themselves In attacking
the Federal administration, was also the
common language of the country.

This is another case of:

“He digged a pit,

He digged it deep,

He digged it for his brother
To punish his sin

He did fall in

The pit he digged for t'other.”

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to th2 request of the gentle-
man from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr., RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, as a
climax to this debate and discussion on
the soldiers’ vote, I regard it a privilege
to ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a resolution passed by the Com-
mon Council of the City of Detroit ask-
ing that Congress act in a proper man-
ner on this guestion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from Michizan?

There was no objection.

Mr. RABAUT, Mr. Speaker, the sol-
diers’ vote measure is in an odd position
here in this House. The hills come from
the Committee on Election of President,
Vice President, and Representatives
in Congress and there was divided
opinion in the committee, Seven votes
were cast for the Rankin bill and five
votes for the Worley bill. The gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, WORLEY], as you
know, is chairman of that committee,
We find the majority vote was four Re-
publicans and three Democrats for the
Rankin bill and the minority vote was
five Democrats for the Worley bill. The
gentleman from Texas [Mr. WoRLEY],
the chaitman of the committee, there-~
fore finds himself in a minority position,
as & Democrat, on his own committee.

Because of my interest in the right of
the soldiers to vote, I appeared before the
Rules Committee requesting that a rule
be granted to provide an opportunity to

.the membership of the House to stand
up and be counted on both bills, and be
counted in such a manner that a roll call
would be of record.

Under the rule granted, no matter by
what name it is called, no such oppor-
tunity is afforded the Members to be re-~
corded and thus the country is denied
the knowledge of the positions of the in-
dividual Members of this body on this
important measure of the soldiers’ vote
bill.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 10
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, it Is quite
interesting to hear the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Rapaur] announce that
he was climaxing the debates on this
great constitutional question when he
took the floor, but after listening to him,
I rather think it was a precipitation
rather than a climax.

This is one of the greatest constitu-
tional issues that has confronted the
American Congress for many a day, and
as a Democrat I regret that I cannot
agree with the strange message that the
President sent here a few days ago upon
this subject.

I was astonished to hear the distin-
guished gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. Bonner] bring Abraham Lincoln
into this discussion in the way he did,
because Abraham Lincoln said that no
Member of Congress had a right to vote
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for an unconstitutional law, The law
they are trying to pass, the Lucas-Worley
bill, clearly violates the Constitution of
the United States and it violates the
constitution of practically every State in
the Union.

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN, Yes.

Mr. BONNER. Who finally settles this
question of the constitutionality or un-
constitutionality of laws? The gentle-
man knows who settles it and just be-
cause the gentleman says it is unconsti-
tutional, that does not make it so.

Mr. RANKIN. I thought the gentle-
man knew that the Supreme Court of
the United States did.

Mr. BONNER. The way the gentle-

. man speaks, I was under the impression

that if he says it is unconstitutional, that
settles it.

Mr. RANKIN. Oh,Iam surprised that
the gentleman from North Carolina does
not realize that the Lucas-Worley hill
flagrantly violates the Constitution in
four places. You do not need a supreme
court to tell you that. It has been
pointed out to him in the committee and
on the floor of this House time and time
egain. Not only that, but it invades the
rights of the States, the very thing the
white people of North Carolina have pro-
tested against ever since the close of the
Civil War. The one thing that the white
people of the South have protested
against all these decades is the invasion
of the rights of the States by the Federal
Government under any pretense. That
measure would not only violate the Con=-

' stitution and invade the rights of the

State, but it would not afford as many
soldiers an opportunity to vote, under
the Lucas-Worley bobtailed ballot, as we
give them in the ballot sent out by the
various States.

- I suggest that you gentlemen get the
report and read it and see what the
Lucas-Worley bill proposes to send these
boys. It is an April-fool ballot. When
they open it what will they see? Not
a name printed on if; not a name of a
candidate for the-Presidency or the Vice
Presidency or the Senate or Representa-
tive in Congress. They are not printed
on it, and there will be no opportunity to
vote for State, county, or other local offi-
cers, yet we are told that it is a fraud not
to pass it. In my judgment, it would be
g fraud if we did pass it.

Let there be no misunderstanding. It
would be a violation of the law to vote
such & ballot in my State and in many
other States. The name of every candi-
date must be printed on the ballot in
Mississippi.

You offer us what we call an Aurelio
ballot in this Lucas-Worley bill. They
held an election last fall in New York.

The Democrats nominated a man
named Aurelio for supreme court judge.
The Republicans, thinking that the
Democrats knew what they were about,
nominated the same man. It was then
discovercd that he had been hand-
picked by one of the worst underworld
racketeers New York ever had. So the
better element of both parties set out to
get his name off the ballot, But they
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could not do it, Then they placed other
candidates on the ticket and urged
the people not to vote for Aurelio. The
people of New York who went to the polls
to vote were either too indifferent or too
ignorant or too lazy to read the names
and vote for the individuals on the
ticket. Therefore, they voted straight
party ballots and he being on both tick-

" ets, they elected Aurelio to the Supreme

Court of New York, to preside over the
destiny of the good people of that State
for 14 years at $25,000 a year. And yet
you want to ram down the throats of
the rest of the country an Aurelio ballot,
and make us accept it in violation of
our State laws. I wonder if the Presi-
dent had that election in mind when he
spoke of fraud?

What is the gentleman going to say
to the people of North Carolina, those
people who have fought the battles of
democracy since long before the Civil
War, if you pass this innocuous Lucas-
Worley bill with its April-fool, bobtailed
ballot? If they count those ballots, un=
der the law of their State, they are likely
to be subject to indictment in the State
court, and if convicted sentenced to the
penitentiary; and if they do not count
them, they would be subject to indict-
ment in the Federal court, to be fined
$5,000 or sent to the penitentiary for 5
years. How many people are you going
to get in the average State of the South
and Southwest to go out and hold elec=
tions with that kind of a situation star«
ing them in the face?

Mr, BONNER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes.

Mr. BONNER. The gentleman says
he speaks for the people in North Caro-
lina? \

Mr. RANKIN. I did not say I speak
for the people of North Carolina.

Mr. BONNER. I‘regret that I do not
have with me the letter which is in my
office from the attorney general of North
Carolina who has read both ballots, and
he says that both ballots will be accepted,
either ballot will be accepted.

Mr. RANKIN. I think he is wrong.
Besides, I know that other States will
not accept them, and therefore, you will
be disfranchising every serviceman in
my State, every serviceman in Texas,
and in many other States. Do you not
think that would be a fraud on them?

Mr. BONNER. The gentleman knows
that in his bill, as well as in the Worley
bill, it is left to the State machinery to
see whether the ballot shall be counted.

Mr. RANKIN. It is not. Under the
law it is their duty to count the vote as
cast.

Mr. MONRONEY. Will the gentleman
from Mississippi explain to me how cases
such as the Aurelio case, which was a
State ballot, would be prevented by the
Rankin bill and permitted by the Worley
bill?

Mr. RANKIN. Simply because in my
State and in many other States a bob-

1 tailed ballot whereby you could vote a

straight party ticket is illegal. The
name of every candidate has to be
printed on the ballot. Since this man
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Aurelio was nominated on both the Dem-
ocratic and Republican tickets, they did
not take the time to read the names of
the men that the decent psople of New

. York were asking them to vote for but

just blindly voted the party ticket, and
since Aurelio was on both tickets he was
elected, as I said, to preside over the
destiny of the people of New York at the
salary of $25,000 a year for 14 years.

Mr. MONRONEY. That still is a
State ballot, as I understand it, and
would have gone out to the soldiers under
the Lucas-Worley bill?

‘M». RANKIN. No; that is the kind
of ballot you are trying to ram down our
throats through the Lucas-Worley bill.

Mr. RUSSELL, Will the gentleman
yield? .

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Texas.

Mr, RUSSELL., May I say to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi, inasmuch as
he referred to my native Siate, to be a

' legal ballot in Texas it must have printed

on it “Legal ballot” and must have been
prepared by the State. Unless that legal
ballot is voted, the voter who tries to
vote anything else violates the law of
my State. And I take it this Congress
and all good citizens of the United States
of America do not want to make outlaws
of the citizens of my great State, which,
in effect, they would be doing if we had
that kind of ballot forced upon us.

Mr. RANKIN. That is right, exactly.
Not only that, but you would be disfran-

- chising the men of ‘Texas in the service,

and God knows the men of no State in
this Union are rendering more glorious
accounts of themselves than are themen
from Texas.

Mr. RUSSELL, 'There are 600,000
Texans in the service of our country,

The SFEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from Mississippi has
expired.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
further for 5 additional minutes, so that
I may answer the questions of my dis-
tinguished colleagues.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield.

Mr. WRIGHT. I know the gentleman
is convinced that he is right and I know
he is fearless, as is the gentleman from
Texas, Would the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi have any objection to having a
roll-call vote where the issue is the Wor-
ley bill on the one hand and the Senate,
or committee bill, on the other?

Mr. RANKIN. I have never known
Congress to take a roll-call vote on some-
thing not before the House. I never
heard of such a suggestion before. I
believe in the parliamentary rules in
this House.

Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to speak
today, but there has been a continuous
barrage of attack on the Eastland-Ran-
kin bill which would permit the States to
send these ballots and permit the serv-
g:emen to vote in a constitutional elec-

on.

The opposition raises the time issue.
Every State is moving its primaries back
for that purpose. Georgia acted first.
Mississippi is falling into line and pass-
ing her law this week. Iowa and Ohio
and other States, Michigan, perhaps,
and others, are doing the same thing.
They will have ample time to get these

ballots to the men in the service and

back. By giving them the right-of-way,
and giving them free air-mail service,
these ballots will go to them—not the
bobtailed, April-fool ballot, but a real,
honest-to-God ballot, printed by the au-
thorities of the State with the name of
every candidate on it, from the President
of the United States down to bailif—and
get back in ample time for the election.
Then the boys that get that ballot can
vote a seeret ballot and send it back and
it will be counted. A far greater num-
ber of them will vote under that system
than would vote if this other ballot was
thrust upon them. Besides, the State
will count every last one of them.

If you want the service men and women
to vote, if you want them all to have an
opportunity to vote in a legal, consti-
tutional election, so that they can vote
for everything from President down to
bailiff, so that those votes will be counted
and registered and will really count in the
election, then next Tuesday, when this
matter comes up, vote to sustain the
committee and to pass the Senate bill
as amended by the House committee.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield.

Mr. MONRONEY. The gentleman
from Mississippi, I know, has been g great
fighter for veterans and for servicemen
and I wish to compliment the gentleman,

Mr. RANKIN. Ithank the gentleman.

Mr. MONRONEY. 1 did not quite get
it clear why the gentleman from Missis-
sippi objects to letting these same sol-
diers know how each individual Con-
gressman feels on this issue.. I did not
quite get that clearly.

Mr. RANKIN. The issue is whether
or not you are going to let them vote
in a legal, constitutional election. Our
bill would let them vote in such an elec-
tion for everything from President to
constable,

You do not drag in every bill that
somebody proposes, and call the roll on
it. You do not call the roll on a bill
no committee has ever reported and that
is not legally before the House. I have
never heard of such a proposition.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? :

Mr. RANEKIN. I yield.

Mr. DONDERO. The question I asked
a little while ago was substantially this,
If a Federal ballot goes back to a State
which does not comply with the law of
that State, can that State count the
ballot?

Mr, RANKIN. No, sir; they would
violate the State law. If they do not
count it, then all the officeholders who
refuse to count if, under the Lucas-
Worley bill, would be subject to prosecu-
tion in the Federal courts. If they do
count it, they are subject to prosecution
in the State courts; if they do not count
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it they are subject to prosecution in the
Pederal courts. That is the ridiculous
situation we would find ourselves in if
we passed the Lucas-Worley bill.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN, I yield.

Mr. MICHENER. I am not exactly
clear as to the mechanics under the
Worley bill as to what has been called
the bobtailed ballot.

The question I want to ask is this. Up
in my district my people do not always
vote for the candidates of their own
party. Sometimes some Democrats vote
for me and some Republicans vote for
my opponent.

Under the Worley bill, where you have
to vote Republican or Democratic, that
would foreclose any Republican voting
for my Democratic opponent, and that
would foreclose any Democrat in my dis=
trict from voting for me if that was his
will, and it would compel him to vote a
straight ticket?

Mr. RANKIN. No; he could write
your name in the blank. But you can-
not vote that kind of ballot under the
laws of many States.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield.

Mr. CHURCH. Under the laws of the
State of Illinois, unless the narhes are
carefully marked, they are called dis-
tinguishing marks and the ballot is
thrown out under the decisions of our
State: :

Mr. RANKIN, That is right.

Mr. Speaker, this pressure that is
being brought to bear from outside
sources to try to compel the Congress of
the United States to call the roll on
something that is not before the House
and is not in order, is the most unusual
procedure I have ever witnessed. I want
to say that the hope of the perpetuation
of democracy, as we know it, of repre-
senfative government, lies in the Con-
gress of the United States. I am not
willing for anyone else to dictaie to us
how we shall carry on these proceedings.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Mississippi
has expired.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
further for 5 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. I say that with all de-
ference. I have been heére for many
years. I have fought, as I said, for con-
stitutional legislation in every session in
which I have served. We are telling
those,boys abroad that they are fighting
to maintain and to defend the Consti-
tution of the United States, and that they
are fighting to maintain American insti-
tutions. They do not understand that
they are out to try to fizht a world revo-
lution. There is no revelution in this
country. They are fighting to maintain
the insiitutions we now have. And the
ship of state of the United States, as I
have said, is the Constitution itself. I
have fought with members of the Repub-
lican Party all over the deck of that ship
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of state during all these years, but never
vet have I attempted to shoot the bottom
out of the boat—as I believe would be
done if we just wiped out those sections
of the Constitution and passed an un-
constitutional law that would probably
bring chaos and confusion in the elec-
tion this year.

As 1 said the other day, when these
boys come back we want them to find
what? Not the broken, dishonored frag-
ment, as Webster said, of a “once glorious
Union.” Not the wreck of a once glorious
and free Republic. But we want them
again to behold that gorgeous ensign
of this great Republic now known and
honored throughout all the world, bear-
ing for its moito no such miserable inter-
rogatory as “What was it all worth,” but
guaranteeing to them the sacred privilege
of living under its ample folds, guarding
the same free institutions, and enjoying
the same free government they did before
this war was declared. That is what they
are fighting for.

If we can wipe out one part of the

Constitution we can wipe out another, |

If we have the right to strike down the
Constitution as far as this election is
concerned, then you have a right to wipe
it out as far as any election at all is
concerned. We could then call off the
election entirely and perpetuate our-
selves in office for the duration. It
might save me a campaign and cam-
paign expenses, at the expense of my
self-respect, my patriotism, and my in-
tegrity. God forbid that I should ever
stoop to take such a step. If we did that,
then all we would have to do would be
to extend the duration indefinitely, de-
clare war on Shan G'ri La and keep it
going after the boys had whipped Ger-
many and Japan. Then we could stay
in office as long as we lived and probably
dictate our successors.

No. I am for maintaining the Con-
stitution as it now stands. I am for a
constitutional election, and every State
in the Union is bending every effort to
make it possible for these young men
who are fighting for this country, who
are fighting for that flag, who are fight-
ing for this Constitution, who are fight-
ing for American institutions to be af-
forded an opportunity to vote in a con-
stitutional election to carry them on
in a constitutional way, and not be re-
quired to cast a ballot that might result
in their destruction.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Rawkin] has again expired.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 5 minutes and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have

just listened, as I always do with rapt
attention, to my friend from Mississippi
[Mr, Ravgmn] in regard to the soldier-
vote proposals. I did not hear the earlier
discussion so that I heard only his re-
marks to the effect that we ought to be
determined in our action here not by ény
outside pressure but should follow the
XC—57
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rules of the House as to having a roll-call .
vote.

I agree with the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi on that but I must say there have
been many times whed I would like the
membership on record. If the gentleman
hed reference to someone outside the
membership suggesting that we ought to
have a roll-call vote on the Worley bill,
1 must say to him that I have been wish-
ing for a roll-call vote on it specifically
when it comes before us next week, be-
cause I do not believe, under the rules
of the House and the rule as granted,
we will have a chance to stand up and
be counted without the unusual parlia-
mentary step of voting down the previous
question. I am interested in the Worley
bill and want a record on it because it
seems the best.

I am just as much interested in pre-
serving the Constitution of the United
States as any other Member. I took an
oath, and I want to observe it. . I, too,
feel that the States ought to carry on
these elections as provided and as has
been our constitutional plan. My State,
Arizona, contemplates calling a special
session of the legislature to provide
changes in the date of the primaries and
such other accompanying dates as would
be lozical, in order to give the soldiers
a chance to vote a full ballot and not a
so-called bobtail ballot. I hope all States
can and will do that. It is an expensive
proposition, and any State that will call
a special session of the legislature to
make such election-law change, to make
it possible to give members of our armed
forces a complete ballot, is doing its pa-
triotic duty, and I hope they will all do it.

I understand from the War Depart-
ment and the Navy Department that they
find it impossible to conduct 48 different
elections for State primaries or even pro-
vide for carrying the ballots on 48 dif-
ferent dates. Therefore this thing will
have to be systematized some way by the
States and Nation or the Army and the
Navy cannot do this thing and fisht a
war at the same time.

I cannot quite agree with my friend
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] in regard
to this matter. Assuming that the State
of Arizona moves up its primary from

eptember to July, and sends our en-
tire ballot to the soldiers from Arizona,
yvet very likely there will be some other
States which will not do that. If there
are 46 States which make that provision,
and cooperate with the Federal law and
the Army and the Navy, leaving two
States not cooperating, then, of course,
the soldiers from those two States would
lose their voting privilege this time. But
if we pass some such bill as the Worley
hill, soldiers from those two States would
have at least the opportunity of voting
for President, Vice President, Congress-
men, and Senators—which is all Con-
gress can give. Consequently, ballots,
under the Worley bill or some similar
measure, would be extended to all sol-
diers. But if the soldiers from my State
have voted the Arizona ballot, which I
hope they will do, they would not voie
the Federal ballot, and if two ballots were
received from one soldier, I understand
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the Worley bill would make it unlawful
to count the Federal ballot.

I think the Worley bill provides for
that degree of cooperation which is vital-
1y necessary in order for us to make it
possible for all members of the armed
forces from all States to vote. I would
like to see that done and I hope for a
recorded vote on that specific proposal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time
of the gentleman from Arizona has ex-
pired.

Mr. RAMEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
5 minutes and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMEY. Mr, Speaker, at page
10673 of the REecorp you will find my
statement, made in this Chamber on De-
cember 14, which is recited in the follow=
ing words and figures:

I hope that immediately we may pass the
bill or a hill that every man and wWoman in
our armed forces everywhere may vote. I do
not care whose name is on the bill. I do not
care which political party sponsors the bill.

I hope that we will not come to the point °

where we will wonder what will prevail in
this State or In that State as to the method.
The big thing is that all servicemen and serv=-
icewomen may know now, and that their par-
ents and friends may know that each and
every member of our armed forces may vote.
They should know it and know it now. Let
us not be disturbed as to who may influence
the vote. The right to vote is a sacred right
and the soldier may be depended upon to do
straight voting., He shoots straight. As to
how he votes Is his own business and he must
be allowed to vote.

On the last day of the first session I
was pleased with the attitude of the floor
leaders, both the majority leader and mi-
nority leader. I am still. They were
sincere. They said, “I will yield to you,
and I will yield to you.” There was no
Alfonse and Gaston’ method about it.
They both wanted the soldiers to vote.
The thing that now confronts us is delay.
There are rumors and counterrumors as
to the reason for that delay. I believe
that everyone has acted in good faith,
but we were assured that this matter
would be taken up immediately following
the recess befween the two sessions. May
we not have action soon? Some say the
delay is due to the Senate. Others say
it is because of a subterfuge and polifical
maneuvering. I do not know. But the
longer we delay the longer there is go-
ing to be a reign of dissatisfaction
throughout this entire country because
the widespread demand thet the person-
nel of our armed forces be accorded the
privilege of participating in the forth-
coming elections is real and that demand
is inherently right. Our servicemen and
servicewomen must be provided with that
opportunity. It is our job to do that.
Let us do it now.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr., Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMEY. I yield.

Mr. JENSEN. Let me say to the gen-
tleman that I read the masterful speech
he made on the floor of the House the
last day of the last session. I wish only
that every American abroad and at home




898

might read that speech. It was a mas-
terpiece. It showed the statesmanship
and fine ability of the gentleman who
has just addressed the House.

Mr. RAMEY. I am very grateful for
the gentleman’s remarks; I appreciate
them.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMEY, I yield.

Mr. CURTIS. Does the gentleman
know of anyone on either side of the aisle
who is trying to deprive any soldier of
the right to vote?

Mr. RAMEY. Oh, no; there is nobody
that low. I cannot understand why the
vote has not been taken yet. I want to
know why. We were told we would have
it the first day we returned. We new
men here returned with the idea it would
be voted on that day, for we were told so.
See where it put us.

Mr. CURTIS. What we all want to
do is that which will make it simplest
and at the same time legal.

Mr., RAMEY. To preserve their in-

- herent rights simply and legally.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAMEY. I yield.

Mr MICHENER. At the risk of em-
barrassing the distinguished gentleman
from Ohio, may I say to the gentleman
from Icwa who has just made an obser-
vation that if he lived in proximity to
Toledo, Ohio, and knew the reputation
of the gentleman from Ohio for making
splendid speeches, he would not have
been surprised at all when he read that
masterpiece.

Mr. JENSEN. I may say to the gentle-
man that I was not surprised, knowing
the gentleman as I have since he has
been a Member of the House, but I was
very pleased.

Mr. RAMEY. I am so happy fo have
the approval of the distinguished gen-
tleman fromr M;chigan who is my neigh-
bor.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. GRANT of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Boygin]
may extend his own remarks in the Rec-
orD and include therein a letter from the
son of Mr. and Mrs. William Busick.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I asl:
unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks on two subjects: One, a resolu-
tion adopted by the Polish Roman Cath-
olic Union of America; and the other a
letter from a buck private.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
out objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted, as follows:
To Mr. HEperT, indefinitely, on ac-

With-

-count of official business.

To Mr. McCoweN (at the request of
Mr. McGrecor), for today, on account
of official business.
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To Mr. GatHINGS (at the request of Mr.
Mrmrs), for today, on account of official
business.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.),
the House, pursuant to its previous or-
der, adjourned until Monday, January 31,
1944, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS

The hearings on H. R. 2596, to protect
Naval Petroleum Reserve No. 1, will be
continued on Saturday, January 29, 1944,
at 10:30 a. m.

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA-
TION

The Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization will hold hearings at 10:30
a. m., on Wednesday, February 2, 1944,
on private bills and unfinished business.
COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND

FISHERIES

The Committee on the Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries will hold a public
hearing on Thursday, February 3, 1544,
at 10 a. m., on H. R, 2809, to amend sec-
tion 511 of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936, as amended.

The Committee on the Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries will hold a public
hearing on Thursday, February 10, 1944,

at 10 a. m., on H. R, 2652, to amend sec-

tion 222 (e) of subtitle “Insurance of
Title II of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936,” .as amended.

CoMMITTEE ON FrLoop CONTROL

SCHEDULE OF HEARINGS ON FLOOD CONTROL BILL
OF 1944, BEGINNING TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1,
1494, AT 10 A, M,

The Flood Control Committee will conduct
hearings on flood-control reports submitted
by the Chief of Engineers since the hearings
conducted in June 1843 and on amendments
to existing law. The committee is definitely
committed to the view that flood-control
projects for post-war construction will be
among the most satisfactory public works,
and the committee plans an adequate back-
log of sound flood-control projects available
following the war.

1. Tuesday, February 1: Maj. Gen. Eugene
Reybold, Chief of Engineers, will open the
hearings with any statements and recom-
mendations he desires to submit covering
national flood control and the projects that
should be included in the bill to be reported,
especially as they are related to national de-
fense and as they will be important follow-
ing the war to provide sound flood-control
projects and desirable public works, and he
will supplement his statements submitted to
the committee in June 1943 with any rec-
ommendations he cares to submit following
the said hearings and following the passage
of the Emergency Flood Control Act author-
izing an appropriation of 10,000,000 for the
repair, restoration, and strengthening of
levees and other flood-control works passed
July 12, 1943. General Reybold will be fol-
lowed by Maj. Gen. Thomas M. Robins, As-
sistant Chief of Engineers, and by Col. George
H. Goethals, Chief, River and Harbor Flood
Control Branch, Office of the Chief of Engi-
neers, who will attend the hearings and will
furnish the members of the committee in de-
tall any and all information respecting any
and all projects on which favorable reports
have been submitted by the Chief of Engi-
neers since June 1943. The district engineers
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and the division engineers have furnished to
the Chief of Engineers data and information
covering floods since June 1943, which will be
submitted to the committee. It is probable
that Brig. Gen. M. C. Tyler, president of the
Mississippi River Commission, and the divl-
sion engineer of the lower Mississippi Valley
division, and Col. Miles Reber, former division
engineer, Missouri River division, Omaha,-
Nebr., will appear before the committee with
respect to projects along the lower Mississippi
River and its tributaries and the Missouri
River and its tribufaries before the hearings
are concluded.

2. Wednesday, February 2: General Rey-
bold, General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other
representatives of the Office of Chief of Engi-
neers, and proponents and opponents of
projects in the Pacific Northwest region, in-
cluding the Willamette River and the Colum-
bia River and tributaries; proponents and
opponents of projects along the Milk River,
Mont.; the Knife River and trlbutarles.
No_rth Dakota; the Boyer River- and tribu-
taries, Iowa; Red Lake River end tributaries,
Minnesota; preponents and opponents of
projects along the Rio Grande and tribu-
taries, Colorado; proponents and opponents
of projects along other rivers in the western
Rocky Mountain region, including the States
of Colorado and Montana.

3. Thursday, February 3: General Reybold,
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, otlier rep-
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi-
neers, and the Director of the Soil Conserva-
tion Service, Department of Agriculture, and
proponents gnd opponents of projects on
rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico west of
the Mississippi River, including the Trinity
River in the State of Texas.

4. Friday, February 4: General Reybold,
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other rep-
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi-
neers, and proponents and opponents of
projects along the upper Mississippl River
and tributaries, including the Illinois River
and tributaries, the Great Lakes region; and
proponents and opponents of projects along
Bear Creek, Colo.; Missouri River and tribu-
taries at the Kansas Citys, Mo. and Kans.;
Nishnabotna River, Towa and Mo.

5. Tuesday, February 8: General Reybold,
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other rep-
resentatives of the Office of Chief of Engi-
neers, and proponents and opponents of
projects in the Los Angeles area along the
Sacramento River and tributaries and along
the Ban Joagquin River and tributaries.

6. Wednesday, February 9: General Rey-
bold, General Robins, Colonel Goethals,
other representatives of the Office of Chief of
Engineers, and the Director of the Bureau of
Reclamation, and proponents and opponents
of projects along the Kern River and tribu-
taries in the EKern River area and along the °
Eings River area and tributaries in the Kings
River area, and including other streams in
the San Joaquin Valley.

7. Thursday, February 10: Continuation of
the projects discussed on February 9.

8. Friday, February 11: General Reybold,
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other
representatives of the Office of Chief of En-
gineers, and proponents and opponents of
projects in the upper and lower Ohio River
and tributaries, including Salt River, Taylors-
ville, Ky., the Potomac River and tributaries,
the New England region, including the Con-
necticut and Merrimac Rivers, and the Mid-
dle Atlantic region, including New York,
Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, and the South
Atlantic region, including rivers flowing into
the Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of Mexico east
of the Mississippl River.

9. Tuesday, February 15: General Reybold,
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other
representatives of the Office of Chief of En-
gineers, Gen. M. C. Tyler, president of the Mis-
sissippi River Commission and division
engineer, and proponents and opponents of
projects along the lower Mississippi River
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and tributaries, including the Red, Arkansas
River, Conway County, Ark., and Purgatoire
(Picket Wire) River, Colo,, the Whlte St.
Francis, and Yazoo Rivers.

10. Wednesday, February 16: General Rey-
bold, General Robins, Colonel Goethals,
other representatives of the Office of Chief
of Engineers, Col. Miles Reber, former di-
vision engineer, Missouri River division,
Omaha, Nebr., and proponents and oppo-
nents of projects along the Missourl River
and tributaries,

11. Thursday, February 17: Continuation
of the projects discussed on February 16.

12, Friday, February 18: General Reybold,
General Robins, Colonel Goethals, other
representatives of the Office of Chief of En=-
gineers, and proponents and opponents of
projects in other regions in the United States.

13. Tuesday, February 22: Representatives
of the Department of Agriculture, the
Weather Bureau, Bureau of Reclamation, and
other governmental mgencies. .

14. Wednesday, February 23: Senators and
Representatives in Congress.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
wpeakers table ana rerérrett as fouoWs?

1113. A letter from the president, United
States Civil Service Commission, transmitting
one set of the Commission’s requests for
personnel for the third quarter of the fiscal
year 1944; to the Committee on the Civil
Service.

1114. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill relat-
ing to escapes of prisoners of war and in-
terned enemy aliens; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

1115. A letter from the War Shipping Ad-
ministrator, transmitting revised estimates
of personnel requirements for the quarter
ending March 31, 1944, for the appropriation
“War Shipping Administration, maritime
training fund,” including the summary, the
Maritime Training Organization, the Re-
cruitment and Manning Organization, and
Maritime Labor Relations; to the Committee
on the Civil Service.

1116. A letter from the chairman, Joint
Committee on Reduction of Nonessential
Federal Expenditures, transmitting, in ac-
cordance with title 8 of the Revenue Act of
1941, Public Law 250, Seventy-seventh Con-
gress, a report on penalty mail; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1117. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Agriculture, transmitting a
draft of a proposed bill to amend the War
Overtime Pay Act of 1943, relating to the
payment of overtime compensation to Gov-
ernment employees, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Civil Service.

1118. A letter from the Secretary of War,
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to
clarify the law relative to allowances for
mileage of graduates of the United States
Military Academy and transportation of their
dependents on assigpnment to their first duty
station, and to the mileage allowance of
persons entering the United States Military
Academy as cadets; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

1119. A letter from the Attorney General
transmitting a report showing the special
pssistants employed during the period from
July 1, 1943, to January 1, 1944, under the
appropriation “Compensation of special at-
torneys, etc., Department of Justice;” to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

1120. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Federal Security Agency, transmitting
a detailed report of the receipts and expendi-
tures made during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1943, from the working capital fund

established for the operation of the indus-
trial activities at the United States Public
Health Service hospitals, Lexington, Ky., and
Fort Worth, Tex.; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments.

1121, A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting
reports of personnel requirements of the
Federal Communications Commission; to the
Committee on the Civil Bervice.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUELIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of fule XIIT, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 422. Resolution for the consider-
ation of H. R. 3270, a bill to affirm the Intent
of the Congress that the regulation of the
business of Insurance remain within the con-
trol of the several States and that the acts of
July 2, 1890, and October 15, 1914, as amended,
be not applicable to that business; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1028). Referred to
the House Calendar.

" PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. FORAND:

H.R.4086. A bill to create a nonpartisan
corhimission to study the Federal revenue laws
with a view to making recommendations for
a simplified permanent and consistent tax
policy; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

H.R. 4087. A bill to dispense with the re-
quirement of a return of income tax by in-
dividuals substantially all of whose tax is
withheld at the source; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. LEMEE:

H.R.4088. A bill providing for veterans'
rehabilitation, preventing unemployment,
chaos, and confusion at the end of the war
and promoting individual, productive enter-
prise by enabling the returned veterans to
engage in such enterprises and employ them-
selves in place of asking for jobs that do not
exist; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. NEWSOME:

H.R. 4089. A bill to provide for a national
cemetery in Jefferson County, Ala.; to the
Commitiee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CANNON of Florida:

H. Res. 423. Resolution providing for the
consideration of House Joint Resolution No,
1; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. BULWINELE:

H. Res. 424. Resolution authorizing the
printing of the reports of the War and Navy
Departments with regard to Japanese atroci-
ties to American prisoners of war; to the
Committee on Printing.

By Mr. JARMAN:

H.Res. 425. Resolution authorizing the
printing of the manuscript entitled “Chro-
nology of Major International Events, With
the Ostensible Reasons Advanced for Their
Occurrence,” as a House document; to the
Committee on Printing.

MEMORIALS
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By the SPEARER: Memorial of the Leg-
islature of the State of Kentucky, memorial-
izing the President and the Congress of the
United States to pass an adequate bill to
provide the right to vote to all defenders of
our country; to the Committee on Election
of President, Vice President, and Representa-
tives in Congress.
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GOODWIN:

H.R. 4080, A bill authorizing the President
to bestow the decoration of the Purple Heart
upon Thomas Anthony Deleo; to the Coms=
mittee on Military Affairs. :

By Mr. O'NEAL:

H.R.4081, A bill granting a pension to
Frances Hays Murphy; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of ruie XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

4583. By Mr. CHURCH: Petition of K. A.
Dwyer, of Chicago, and other citizens of Illi-
nois, protesting against the enactment of
any and all prohibition legislation; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

4584, Also, petition of Burclay Liguor Co,
of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the enact-
ment of any and all prohibition legislation;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Fovo, Ak, prdiimerol - Iedidar Gy
Tavern of Chicago, Ill., protesting against
the enactment of any and all prohibition
legislation; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

4586, Also, petition of C. Keefe and other
citizens of Chicago, Ill.,, protesting against
the enactment of any and all prohibition
legislation; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

4587. Also, petition of E. Ferrarl and other
citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting against
the enactment of any and all prohibition
legislation; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

4588, By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petition of 40
residents of the Thirty-third Congressional

District of New York, protesting against the

enactment of any and all prohibltion legis=
lation; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
4589. By Mr. ELLIS: Communication signed

by J. D, Poindexter, of Wayne, W. Va,, with.

recommendation of the Wayne County Farm
Becurity Administration Committee on the
farm-ownership program in Wayne County,
W. Va.; to the Committee on Agriculture.

4560. Also, communication signed by B. A.
Booth, of Wayne, W Va,, with recommenda-
tion of the Wdyne County Farm Security
Administration Committee in regard to the
Tarver amendment .to the Bankhead-Jones
Farm Tenant Act; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

4501, By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Edward
Frederick and 28 other citizens of Buffalo,
N. Y., protesting against the enactment of
any and all prohibition legislation; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

45902, By Mr. FOGARTY: Memorial of the
Rhode Island General Assembly, petitioning
the enactment of legislation giving service~
men priority in the purchase of surpluses

.created by the present war and extending

them credit to make such purchases; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

4593, By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 1,340
residents of the Twenty-sixth Congressional
District of Pennsylvania and vicinity, protest-
ing against the enactment of any and all pro=
hibition legislation; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4594. By Mr. HEIDINGER: Resolution of
the Parent-Teachers Association of the Bay-
liss School, Harrisburg, Iil., Ira Stiliey, presi-
dent, and Theda Zell Smith, eecretary, and
presented by Hubert W. Fox, principal, urg-
ing the passage of House bill 2848; to the
Committee on Education.

4505, Also, communication signed by E. H.
Griffith, prinecipal of Joppa Community High
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Bchool, at Joppa, IlL., urging the immediate
passage of House bill 2849; to the Committee
on Education.

4506. By Mrs. NORTON: Petition of the
Board of Commissioners of the Town of Irv-
ington, N. J., addressing itself to the President
of the United States with the appeal that
all appropriate action be taken to insure the
withdrawal, in its entirety, of the Palestine
White Paper of May 1939, and respectfully
urging that the gates of Palestine be opened
to Jewish immigration and Palestine be re-
constituted as a Jewish commonwealth; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

4597. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of
Nathan Harrison, president, and E. S. Hork~
heimer, corresponding secretary of the Jewish
Community Council of Wheeling, W. Va., urg=
ing that all appropriate action be taken to
insure the withdrawal in its entirety of the
Palestine White Paper of 1939, and that
Palestine be opened wide to Jewish immigra-
tion and the terms of the Balfour declaration
and the Palestine mandate be carried out
faithfully; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

4508. By Mrs. SMITH of Maine: Petition of
the Pooler Lunch, Fairfleld, Maine, and citi-
zens, protesting against consideration by Con-
gress of the Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which
would impose complete prohibition for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4538, Also, petition of Henry Audetite, of
Augusta, Maine, and other citizens, protest-
ing against consideration by Congress of the
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose
complete prohibition for the duration of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4600. Also, petition of James J. Aman, of
Lewiston, Maine, and other citizens, protest-
ing against consideration by Congress of the
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose
complete prohibition for the duration of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4601. Also, petition of the Mul's Restaurant,
Waterville, Maine, and citizens, protesting
against consideration by Congress of the
Bryson bill, H. R. 2082, which would impose
complete prohibition for the duration of the
war; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4602. Also, petition of the Roy Blair Res-
taurant, Waterville, Maine, and 'sundry citi-
zens, protesting against consideration by Con-
gress of the Bryson bhill, H. R. 2082, which
would impose complete prohibition for the
duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4603. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Petition
of sundry residents of Monroe, Wis., opposing
House bill 2082; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4604. By Mr. WEISS: Petition of William A,
Fisher and 660 residents of the Thirtieth Con-

_gressional District of Pennsylvania and vi-

clnity, opposing House bill 2082; to the Com-
mittes on the Judiciary.

4605. By Mr. WILLEY: Petition of sundry
citizens of the State of Delaware, opposing
House bill 2082; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

4606, Also, petition of sundry citizens of the
Btate of Delaware, favoring House bill 2082;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4607. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
legisiative committee, United Federated War
Workers Union, Local 105, United Federal
Workers of Amerlca, Congress of Industrial
Organizations, Deep River, Conn., petitioning
consideration of their resclution with refer-
ence to urging enactment of leglslation giv-

~-ing the soldiers and sallors the right to vote;

to the Committee on Election of President,

- Vice President, and Representatives in Con-

ess.

Ermoa. Also, petition of the city clerk, coun-
cil of the city of Niagara Falls, N, Y., peti-
tioning consideration of their resolution with
reference to requesting enactment of legisla-
tion for the soldier vote; to the Committee
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on Election of President, Vice Presldent, and
Representatives in Congress,

4609. Also, petition of Frank Nicholas
Belluscl, of Hampstead, Md., and sundry citi-
zens of the State of Maryland, petitioning
consideration of their resolution with refer-
ence to opposition to House bill 2082; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

4610, Also, petition of the deputy city clerk,
city of Milwaukee, Wis., petitioning consider-
ation of their resolution with reference to
the soldier vote bill; to the Committee on
Election of President, Vice President, and
Representatives in Congress.

4611, Also, petition of Warren F. Hoyle
Post, No. 82, American Legion, Department of
North Carolina, petitioning consideration of
their resclution with reference to work
stoppage in our defense plants and cocal
mines; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

4612. Also, petition of the manager, Sher-
man Chamber of Commerce, Sherman, Tex.,
petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to rules and regulations stay-
ing in the hands of the Interstate Commerce
Commission; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE

MonNpAY, JANUARY 31, 1944

(Legislative day of Monday, January 24,
1944)

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.: on

the expiration of the recess.

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D, D., pastor
of the Gunton Temple Memorial Pres-
byterian Church, Washington, D. C., of-
fered the following prayer:

O Thou great God of the universe,
grant that during this day we may have
the constant inspiration and companion-
ship of Thy presence.

We pray that our lives may be charac-
terized by spiritual frontage and that
obedience to Thy will may be the su-
preme desire of our minds and hearts.

We rejoice in the noble heritage which
is still ours because of the men and wom-
en who are responding so courageously to
the call of God and of country,

_'Help us also to be eager to do our part
in hastening the dawning of that glori-
cus day of predicfion when the forces of
evil shall be forever banished from the
earth and the social order shall be in
conformity to the Master's ideals of
brotherhood and good will among men.

Hear us in the name of the Christ who
is the King of kings and the Lord of
lords. Amen.

DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESIDENT
PRO TEMPORE

The Secretary, Edwin A, Halsey, read
the following letter:

UNITED STATES SBENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washingtion, D, C., January 31, 1944,
To the Senate:
Being temporarily absent from the Senate,
I appoint Hon. BENNETT C. CLARE, a Senator
from the State of Missouri, to perform the
duties of the Chair during my absence.
i CARTER GLASS;
President pro tempore.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri thereupon took

the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

JANUARY 31

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Lucas, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Journal
‘of the proceedings of the calendar day
Friday, January 28, 1944, was dispensed
with, and the Journal was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL !

Mr, LUCAS. I suggest the absence of
a quorum, :

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Gerry O'Mahoney
Andrews Gillette - Overton
Austin Green Radcliffe
Bailey Guffey “Revercomb
Ball Gurney Reynolds
Bankhead - Hatch Robertson
Barkley Hawkes Russell
Bilbo Hayden Shipstead
Bone Hill Smith
Brewster Holman Btewart
Eridges Johnson, Colo. Taft
Brooks Kilgore Thomas, Idaho
.Buck La Follette , Okla,
Burton Langer Thomas, Utah
Bushfield Lodge Tobey
Butler Lucas Truman
Byrd McCarran Tunnell
Caraway McClellan Tydings
Chavez MecFarland Vandenberg
Clark, Idaho McKellar Wagner
Clark, Mo. Maloney Wallgren
Connally Maybank Walsh, Mass.
Danaher Mead Walsh, N. J
Davis Millikin ‘Wheeler
Downey Mcore Wherry
Enstland Murdock White
Ellender Murray Willis
Ferguson Nye Wilson
George O'Daniel

Mr, HILL. I announce that the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass] is absent
from the Senate because of illness.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. ScrRuG-
HaMm] is absent on official business.

The Senator from ZEXentucky [Mr,
CHuANnDLER] and the Senator from Florida
[Mr. Pepper] -are detained on public
business.

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Ore-
gon [Mr. McNarY] is absent because of
illness.

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. REep]
and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLEY ] are absent on official business.

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. CAPPER]
is absent from the Senate attending the
funeral of William Allen White.

The ACTING RESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Eighty-six Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is
present.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its read-
ing clerks, announced that the House had
disagreed to the amendments of the Sen-
ate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 208)
making an appropriation to assist in pro-
viding a supply and distribution of farm
labor for the calendar year 1944; agreed
to the conference asked by the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr, Canyon of Mis-
souri, Mr, WooprumM of Virginia, Mr. Lup-
LOW, Mr. SNYDER, Mr, O'NEAL, Mr. RABAUT,
Mr. Jornson of Oklahoma, Mr., TABER,
Mr. WicGLESWORTH, Mr, LAMBERTSON, and
Mr. PoweRrs were appointed managers on
the part of the House at the conference,
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